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Die  Martis,  26"  Junii  1838. 


The  Lord  WH  ARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.   .  Efidence  oo  the 

Operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  AmencU 
meat  Act. 

Mr.  JONATHAN  TOOGOOD  is  called  in,  and  makes  the  Mowing       Mr.JLT^good. 

Statement :  '  ' 

There  were  some  Questions  I  was  asked  Yesterday  which  I  could  not  answer 
correctly.  I  have  since  referred  to  Documents,  and  can  answer  them  more 
distinctly  now.  I  was  asked  whether  I  could  state  that  the  Sixteen  People  who 
had  died  in  the  Union  House  had  not  been  Patients  in  the  Bridgwater  In- 
firmary, and  had  not  been  discharged  from  thence ;  I  have  gone  through  the 
List  smce,  and  can  positively  assert  that  none  of  them  were  ever  Patients  in  the 
Bridgwater  Infirmary ;  the  great  Majority  were  Children,  who  ware  inadnoiisstble 
from  their  Age. 

Do  you  know  how  many  Persons  there  are  now  in  the  Workhouse  at  Bridg- 
wat^  ? 
I  do  not 

You  observe  the  Return  of  the  Deaths  takes  in  more  than  March  and  April  ? 

It  takes  in  Two  Months  ;  I  have  not  gone  through  it  so  exactly  as  that ;  but 
I  speak  of  Sixteen  Deaths.  On  the  Case  of  Charlotte  Allen  I  have  found  the 
Papers  which  I  promised  I  would  bring  To-day,  the  Letters  from  Mr.  King  and 
Mr.  Ruddock  on  which  I  founded  the  Statement  in  my  Pamphlet 

What  is  the  Date  of  this  Paper  ? 

November  the  1st,  1837.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  state  that  in  order  to  be  strictly 
correct,  after  having  read  that  Letter,  I  sent  a  Messenger  purposely  to 
Mr.  King  with  a  Copy  of  the  Pamphlet,  asking  whether  the  Case  was  correctly 
stated  or  not,  and  I  received  his  Answer,  which  I  hold  now  in  my  Hand,  in 
which  he  says  it  is  rather  underdrawn  than  overdrawn. 

Does  Inflammation  of  the  Womb  produce  Puerperal  Fever  ? 
Not  always. 

Does  it  ever  ? 
Yes. 

Is  not  a  Fever  produced  by  Inflammatioa  of  the  Womb  or  Laceration  c^the 
Womb  called  by  another  Name  ? 
Childbed  Fever. 

Is  it  not  called  Peritonitis  ? 

Peritonitis  in  a  Puerperal  Woman  is  the  same  Thing,  but  Men  are  subject  to 
Peritonitis  also. 

You  hold  that  in  a  Woman  Puerperal  Fever  and  Peritonitis  are  the  same 
Thing? 
During  Parturition. 

If  a  Medical  Man  were  to  tell  you  that  a  Woman  was  ill  of  Peritonitis  you 
would  consider  it  Puerperal  Fever  ? 
Yes. 

If  he  were  to  tell  you  she  was  ill  of  Puerperal  Fever  you  would  consider  it  a 
Case  of  Peritonitis  ? 
Yes. 

Are  there  not  particular  Marks  attending  Puerperal  Fever  ? 

In  some  Cases  there  are ;  there  is  always  one  distinguishing  Mark. 
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Mr.  J.  Toogood.        What  is  that  ? 

,  Extreme  Tenderness  of  the  whole  Abdomen,  a  veiy  rapid  Pulse,  and  great 

Depression. 

Does  not  that  come  on  immediately  after  Delivery  ? 
Not  always. 

Is  it  not  highly  infectious  ? 
Not  always. 

It  is  occasionally  highly  infectious  ? 
In  Hospitals. 

How  soon  after  Delivery  does  that  come  on  ? 

At  very  uncertain  Periods ;  sometimes  within  Twenty-four  Hours ;  it  may 
come  on  at  any  Time  during  the  Puerperal  Month,  that  is,  the  Month  of  Par- 
turition. 

The  Month  next  subsequent  to  Delivery? 
Yes. 

You  are  understood  to  say  that  Puerperal  Fever  may  come  on  at  any  Time 
during  the  Month  of  Delivery  ? 

Yes. 

You  are  understood  to  say  that  Puerperal  Fever  and  Peritonitis  are  the  same 
Thing? 
In  that  State ;  in  a  parturient  State. 

The  Question  refers  to  a  Woman  in  Childbirth ;  you  say  that  Puerperal,  Fever 
is  not  always  infectious,  and  may  come  on  at  any  Time  within  a  Month? 
Yes. 

Hysteritis  Simplex  is  a  small  Laceration  of  the  Womb? 
Inflammation,  not  Laceration. 

If  this  Woman  was  seized  with  Puerperal  Fever  it  would  be  a  much  more 
serious  Complaint  than  Hysteritis  Simplex  ? 

Hysteritis  Simplex  is  not  so  dangerous  a  Disease  as  Puerperal  Fever. 

Should  not  you  suppose  that  a  Medical  Man  who  made  a  Return  of  the 
Maladies  of  his  Patients  would  put  down  the  most  serious  and  grave  Malady  ? 
I  do  not  know  how  that  would  be  with  others. 

Should  not  you  ? 

In  the  Infirmary  I  never  put  down  their  Diseases. 

If  you  made  a  weekly  Return  of  the  Maladies  of  your  Patients,  and  a  Woman 
had  Hysteritis  Simplex  and  likewise  Puerperal  Fever,  shoidd  you  return  the 
smaller  Disease  and  not  the  Puerperal  Fever  ? 

I  believe  the  Entries  in  the  Books  are  very  little  to  be  depended  upon ;  indeed, 
I  know  that  they  are  not ;  I  have  seen  the  most  absurd  Entries  in  the  Books 
from  some  of  the  Medical  Officers. 

Not  calculated  to  mislead  the  Board  ? 

No,  not  to  mislead  the  Board ;  but  they  are  called  upon  to  name  the  Disease 
when  a  Patient  is  taken  ill.  The  Disease  may  not  be  tuUy  developed  for  Three 
or  Four  Days  or  a  Week,  and  may  turn  out  something  they  did  not  expect ;  for 
instance,  an  Attack  of  Ague,  you  do  not  know  what  it  is  at  first 

You  hold  that  if  this  Woman  was  in  the  State  in  which  she  was  described  by 
this  Gentleman  to  you,  to  be  suffering  from  a  dreadful  Laceration  and  Prolapsus 
of  the  Womb,  the  Malady  was  not  only  irremediable  but  must  render  the 
Remainder  of  her  Existence  miserable  to  herself  and  intolerably  offensive  tp 
those  around  her  ? 

From  the  Papers  I  have  been  furnished  with  I  apprehend  that  was  her 
State. 

From  the  Representation  of  these  Gentlemen,  you  consider  that  her  State 
was  irremediable,  and  that  her  Life  during  the  Remainder  of  her  Existence 
must  be  miserable  to  herself  and  intolerably  offensive  to  those  around  her  ? 

I  did  at  the  Time  of  the  drawing  up  of  that  Pamphlet ;  and  I  beg  again  to 
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repeat,  that  I  might  not  overcharge  the  Case,  I  sent  the  Pamphlet  by  my  Ser*    Mr.  J.  To^go^ 
vant  to  Mr.  King,  to  ask  whether  the  Case  was  fidrly  and  properly  represented  j  '     ■ 

and  I  have  his  Answer  in  my  Hand»  delivered  at  the  Time. 

Then,  if  her  Malady  is  cured,  and  she  is  not  miserable  to  herself  or  intoler- 
ably  offensive  to  those  around  her,  you  apprehend  the  Case  was  misarepre- 
sented? 

I  have  no  Doubt,  from  the  Statement  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Ruddock  made  to 
me,  that  she  had  Puerperal  Fever.  I  have  no  Doubt  that  she  had  Prolapsus  of 
the  Uterus.  I  have  no  Doubt  that  she  had  and  still  has  Laceration  of  the 
Perinaeum. 

That  being  your  Opinion,  which  you  have  stated  in  your  Pamphlet,  supposing 
that  the  Malady  is  remedied,  and  supposing  the  Existence  of  the  Woman  is  not 
miserable,  and  that  she  is  not  intolerably  offensive  to  those  around  her,  either 
your  Opinion  must  have  been  wrong,  or  the  Case  must  have  been  misrepresented 
to  you? 

That  can  only  apply  to  the  State  of  the  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum,  because 
she  must  have  recovered  of  the  Puerperal  Fever,  or  died  of  it  The  Prolapsus 
Uteri  is  a  curable  Disease;  but  the  Laceration  cf  the  Perinaeum,  if  it  goes  into 
the  Rectum,  is  very  rarely  a  curable  Disease.  I  have  never  known  out  One 
Instance  of  it  in  my  Life. 

Her  Case  was  represented  to  you,  and  you,  as  a  Medical  Man  of  great  Expe- 
rience and  Skill,  have  stated  that  her  Case  is  not  only  irremediame  but  must 
render  the  Remainder  of  her  Existence  miserable  to  herself  and  intolerably 
offensive  to  those  around  her,  and  you  stated  that  from  the  Representation 
made  to  you.  Suppose  the  Case  is  remedied,  and  suppose  that  her  Existence  is 
not  miserable  to  herself,  and  that  she  is  not  intolerably  offensive  to  those  around 
her,  the  Case  must  have  been  misrepresented  to  you  ? 

I  do  not  think  it  was  misrepresented  to  me  at  the  Time. 

You  know  nothing  about  the  Woman's  present  State  ? 
No,  not  of  my  own  Knowledge. 

You  state  in  the  Pamphlet  that  thb  Woman  "  has  suffered,  from  the  Violence 
of  her  Labour  and  the  Unskilfulness  of  the  Midwife,  a  dreadful  Laceration  and 
a  Prolapsus  of  the  Womb,  which  is  not  only  irremediable,  but  must  render  the 
Remainder  of  her  Existence  miserable  to  herself  and  intolerably  offensive  to 
those  around  her."  If  those  Consequences  do  not  follow,  if  the  Malady  is 
remedied,  and  if  the  Remainder  of  her  Existence  has  not  continued  to  be 
miserable  to  herself  and  intolerably  ofiensive  to  those  around  her,  is  it  not 
certaio  either  that  you  were  mistaken  in  your  Opinion,  or  that  the  Case  was 
misrepresented  to  you  ? 

If  such  be  the  Case ;  but  that  is  not  the  Fact  I  know  from  a  Man  of  the  highest 
Reputation  who  examined  her. 

Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  Knowledge? 

I  state  it  on  as  good  Authority  as  many  Things  I  have  stated  here. 

lou  are  not  asked  whether  it  is  the  Fact  or  not ;  but  supposing  that  it  is  the 
Fact  is  it  not  clear  you  are  mistaken  in  the  Opinion  you  have  ddivered  in  this 
Pamphlet,  or  that  the  Case  was  misrepresented  to  you? 

If  the  Woman  is  well  it  is. 

The  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  you  conceive  cannot  be  remedied  ? 

I  should  think  not  at  this  Distance  of  Time.  I  have  never  known  but  One 
Instance  of  Recovery  in  my  Life,  and  then  it  took  place  within  a  Month  of 
Partiuition.     I  have  seen  many  Cases  which  continue  to  this  Day. 

It  was  upon  the  Result  of  those  Cases  you  gave  that  Opinion  ? 
Yes;  understanding  at  the  Time  that  the  Laceration  had  extended  to  tlie 
Rectum. 

Bjr  whom  was  that  stated  to  you  ? 

First  by  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Ruddock,  and  then  by  Mr*  Standert. 
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Mr.  J.  todgaoi.        Has  he  sead  the  Woman  lately  ? 
■ '   --r— -  He  Mxw  h&r  on  the  i4th  of  Febnuury  last^  Six  or  Seven  Months  after  the 

Delivery ;  I  believe  he  can  speak  only  to  the  nrecise  State  of  the  Ferinfleum  at 
that  Time,  the  Date  of  the  Pamphlet  being  in  November. 

The  Opinion  vou  gvre  with  respect  to  her  being  likdy  to  be  in  a  State  offensive 
to  others  rested  upon  the  Notion  you  had  as  to  the  Extent  of  the  Laoera^ 
tion? 

Precisely. 

If  the  Laceration  extended  to  the  Rectum  you  thought  she  would  be  perma- 
nently offensive  to  others  ? 
I  have  no  Doubt  of  that* 

And,  ftotA  the  Statement  you  made,  you  considered  that  to  be  her  State  ? 
I  had  no  Doubt  of  it. 

Did  you  mean  permanently  offensive  ? 

I  understood  so  at  the  Time  the  Pamphlet  was  drawn  up. 

Not  at  Returns,  but  at  all  Periods  ? 
Yes ;  that  was  my  Opinion. 

That  she  would  be  permanently  and  always  offensive  as  was  represented  to 
you? 

She  would  be  more  or  fess  aSemive,  but  to  a  Degree  she  would  be  always 
ofibnsive* 

If  she  is  not  always  offensive  then  you  are  naisinformed  ? 
If  there  is  a  Discharge  from  it  then  ^e  must  be  offensive. 

If  she  is  not  offensive  then  you  must  have  been  misinformed  ? 

There  must  be  some  Mistake  if  she  was  not  always  offensive  to  some  D^ee; 

Then  it  was  either  misr^esented  to  you,  ox  you  misjudged  ? 
Yes. 

There   are  Two  Complaints,  one   you   state  to  be   remediable,    and   th^ 
other  not  ? 
Yes. 

The  Frdapstts  Uteri  you  consider  remediabfe  ? 
Yes. 

The  Laceration  Q£ihe  Perina^m  you  consider  is  not  curaHe  if  it  extends  to 
the  Rectum  ? 

Very  rarely.  In  very  small  Women  in  their  first  Labour  there  is  sometimes  a 
slight  Laca^on  in  tfaie  Part  within  the  Vagina  called  the  Fourchette,  which 
gives  way  just  as  the  Head  passes  ;  that  is  a  Matter  of  no  Consequence ;  that  is 
not  a  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum. 

If  it  is  what  is  properly  described  as  a  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum,  tlwtt, 
generally  speaking,  you  consider  not  remediable  ? 
I  am  sure  it  is  not. 

You  believe  the  offensive  Smell  not  entirely  removeable^  though  it  may  be 
greater  or  less  ? 

Yes,  according  to  the  State  of  the  Bowels.  I  know  an  Instance  at  this 
Moment  of  a  Lady  who  suffered  the  same  Accident  many  Years  ago,  who  has 
been  obliged  ever  since  to  wear  a  Plug ;  she  is  not  able  to  go  into  Company 
in  consequence.  It  is  one  of  the  most  lamentaUe  Things  that  can  happen  to 
a  Person. 

Do  you  know  the  Midwife  ? 
I  do  not. 

Have  the  Female  Midwives  in  general  Skill  to  ascertain  whether  one  or  other 
of  these  Maladies  has  occurred  ? 
They  know  nothing  about  it ;  they  are  only  fit  to  sit  by  the  Bedside,  and  wait 
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and  receive  the  Child.    They  do  not,  in  teany  Instances,  know  hair  to  tie  the    Mr.  J.  To^go^ 
Funis  properly.  ' 

Was  not  it  absolutely  necessary,  to  save  the  Life  of  this  Woman,  that  a 
Medical  Man  should  be  called  in  ? 

Yes ;  I  believe  her  Life  \fas  saved  by  Mr.  Ruddock  and  Mr.  King  being 
called  in. 

The  Result  to  this  Woman,  and  the  Danger  in  which  she  was*in  of  her  Life, 
and  those  Consequences  ensuing  which  you  have  stated  in  this  Pamphlet,  were 
in  your  Opinion  owing  to  her  not  having  been  attended  by  a  Medical  Man  on 
that  Occasion  ? 

I  think  there  would  have  been  much  less  Chance  of  it  It  is  possible  she 
might  have  had  a  Prolapsus  of  the  Uterus,  and  even  a  Laceration  of  thePerinaeum, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  probable* 

Is  it  your  Opinion  those  Things  were  produced  by  Want  of  Skill  on  the  Part 
of  the  Midwife? 

I  think  if  she  had  had  Attendants  with  better  Skill  they  would  not  have 
occurred. 

Such  Cases  do  occur  with  a  most  skilful  Man,  do  they  not  ? 

I  have  practised  very  extensively  between  Thirty  and  Forty  Years,  and  have 
sometimes  delivered  about  200  Women  in  a  Year,  and  I  never  had  such  a  Case 
occur  but  once. 

Does  not  Prolapsus  ot  the  Uterus  occur  occasionally  without  any  Fault 
at  all? 
Certainly  not 

Nor  Laceration  of  the  Womb  ? 
No,  certainly  not 

You  mean  to  say  that  wherever  there  is  Prolapsus  of  the  Womb,  or  wherever 
thare  is  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum,  it  is  a  Proof  that  there  was  Want  of  Skill  ? 
Not  in  all  Cases. 

Then  it  does  happen  sometimes,  where  the  Practitioner  is  skilful  ? 

I  never  knew  the  same  Thing  occur  in  any  Instance  in  my  life.  I  have 
known  Lacerations  to  a  small  Extent  occur  with  Medical  Men.  I  sever  saw 
one  to  any  considerable  Extent  in  my  Life  where  there  was  due  Skill. 

Does  not  it  occur  sometimes,  notwithstanding  the  Skill  of  the  Medical 
Practitioner  ? 

It  may ;  I  cannot  speric  to  the  Skill  of  other  Men.  In  the  Case  I  alluded  to 
particularly  it  procM(£sd  from  Unskilfulness  on  the  Part  of  the  Medical  Man 
who  was  attenmng. 

Is  that  the  only  Instance  you  have  known  ? 

No ;  I  know  another  Case  where  it  arose  from  Unskilfiilneis* 

Have  you  ever  known  any  other  Case  ? 

I  recollect  a  Case  which  occurred  by  Accident,  btit  not  from  Unskilfulness. 

Was  it  in  skilful  Hands? 
Yes. 

Then  such  a  Case  may  occiur  from  Accident  in  skilful  Hands  ? 

I  wUl  explain  how  that  occurred :  it  was  during  the  Apnlication  of  Instru- 
ments ;  the  Woman  was  not  properly  secured.  The  Tarty  applying  the 
Instrument  had  considered  that  she  was  a  Woman  of  «eat  Resolution,  and  it 
proved  at  a  Moment  of  great  Pam  that  she  was  not  There  was  some  N^lect 
in  securing  her ;  and  unfortunately  she  made  a  Spring  when  the  Forceps  ww:e 
in  action,  which  produced  Laceration,  but  it  healed 

Wliether  from  Accident  or  from  some  other  Circumstance^  such  lUogs  do 
occur,  even  when  the  Medical  Attendant  is  skilful  ? 
Sometimes ;  very  tardy. 
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Mr.  J.  Toogood.        How  many  have  you  known  in  Forty  Years  ? 
"~~~~"  One  or  Two. 

Is  there  any  other  Case  at  WooUavington  you  wish  to  produce  as  proving 
the  Facts  stated  in  your  Pamphlet  ? 

I  beg  to  refer  to  the  Case  of  Mrs.  Good  to  prove  that  the  Overseers  Orders 
are  of  no  avail.    The  Facts  of  the  Case  are  very  strong. 

Do  you  know  the  Reason  why  the  Order  for  the^  Medical  Man  was  not 
attended  to  ? 

I  have  a  Letter  from  the  Board  refusing  the  Payment :  "  Gentlemen,  Your 
Billy  amounting  to  S/.  9^.,  directed  to  the  rarish  of  Woollavington,  stated  to  be 
for  Attendance  and  DeUvery  of  Good's  Wife  in  consultation  with  Mr.  Caswdl* 
was  Yesterday  laid  before  the  Board  and  read ;  I  was  thereupon  instructed  to 
inform  you  that  the  Board  do  not  consider  themselves  empowered  to  order  the 
Payment  of  the  same.**    Dated  the  17th  March  1838. 

Do  you  know  Good  ? 
I  attended  her. 

What  is  her  Husband  ? 
A  Pauper. 

Do  you  mean  that  he  was  a  Pauper  in  the  strict  Sense  of  the  Term  ? 

Yes ;  and  that  Mr.  Caswell  had  an  Order  from  the  Relieving  Officer  to 
attend  this  Woman  in  Labour.  When  he  came  he  suspected  it  would  be  a 
dangerous  Case,  and  he  applied  to  the  Guardian  of  the  Parish  for  Assistance 
if  he  should  require  it  in  the  course  of  the  Night.     Delay  took  place. 

This  was  long  subsequent  to  the  Payment  for  independent  Business  ? 

Yes ;  but  I  tender  it  as  a  Proof  of  Neglect  on  the  Part  of  the  Parish 
Officers.  On  the  following  Day,  between  Twelve  and  One  o'Clock,  Mr.  Caswell 
procured  an  Order  from  the  Overseers.  "  To  Mr.  Toogood :  Mr.  Caswell  reports 
to  us  a  Case  of  Labour  in  our  Parish  which  he  has  been  up  with  all  Night  as 
being  of  a  very  serious  Character,  and  as  being  absolutely  necessary  for  the  Aid 
of  a  second  Surgeon.  We  the  Overseers  agree  to  see  him  paid.  Woollavington, 
l6th  December  1837.  G.  Ralls,  J.  Knight,  Overseers.  Patient,  John  Good's 
Wife.'' 

To  whom  is  it  directed  ? 
To  me. 

You  were  not  one  of  the  Surgeons  ? 

No ;  I  went  on  Consultation  when  I  came  to  see  this  Woman.  I  got  there 
about  Half  past  Two,  it  being  Four  Miles  off.  I  found  the  Woman  in  a  dying 
State  ;  I  thought  it  hardly  possible  she  would  survive  her  Delivery  ;  she  had  had 
a  most  alarming  Haemorrhage.  For  some  Hours  she  did  survive  her  Delivery^ 
but  died  the  following  Morning.  I  believe  if  that  Woman  had  had  prompt  and 
efficient  Assistance  some  Hours  before,  her  Life  would  have  been  saved. 

Do  you  know  that  she  had  not  prompt  Assistance  ? 

Yes ;  it  was  a  Presentation  of  the  Placenta,  which  is  a  most  dangerous  Case  of 
Midwifery,  and  >^hich  requires  most  prompt  Assistance,  in  which  no  Surgeon, 
if  he  can  avail  himself  of  a  second  Opinion,  would  act  alone.  After  my  long 
Experience  I  would  get  a  second  Opinion  if  I  could,  for  it  is  not  uncommon  for 
a  Person  to  die  under  Delivery,  the  Haemorrhage  is  so  great. 

How  do  you  know  that  she  had  not  prompt  Assistance  ? 
She  was  not  delivered. 

Who  was  it  that  delivered  her  ? 
Mr.  Caswell. 

Did  he  immediately  represent  the  State  of  the  Thing,  and  require  Assistance  ? 
They  would  not  give  him  the  Order. 

To  whom  did  he  apply  ? 

First  to  a  Guardian,  and  then  to  the  Overseers.  He  applied  at  Five  o'CIocj^ 
on  Friday,  and  did  not  get  it  till  One  o'Clock  on  Saturday. 
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Mr.  CasweU  was  a  Surgeon  fiilly  competent  to  Cases  of  that  Kind,  was    Mr.  J.  Toogood. 
not  he  ?  ^. 

^  I  have  frequently  met  him  in  Cases  in  Consultation,  and  have  alwa3r8  found 
him  a  very  skilful  man.  I  have  had  the  Assurances  of  the  Clergjrmen  and 
Parish  Officers  that  he  was  a  Man  of  Skill  and  Kindness. 

Why  was  not  she  delivered? 

I  presume  Mr.  Caswell  did  not  choose  to  undertake  so  duigerous  an  Opera- 
tion alone.  I  would  not,  even  after  my  long  Experience,  if  I  could  get  a  Friend 
to  aid  me  with  his  Advice. 

Was  not  it  very  likely  that  the  poor  Woman  miirht  die  in  the  intermediate 
Time? 

Yes ;  ^e  was  virtually  dead ;  she  had  no  Pulse  when  I  came. 

Do  you  think  if  another  Medical  Man  had  been  called  in  on  the  Friday  that 
her  Life  might  have  been  saved  ? 

I  have  no  Doubt  of  the  Fact  He  thought  he  felt  the  Placenta  presenting, 
but  the  Labour  was  not  sufficiently  advanced. 

Because  he  thought  it  peculiarly  dangerous  to  the  Woman  he  wanted  further 
Advice  ? 

Yes ;  he  took  the  Alarm  in  the  earliest  possible  Stage. 

That  Assistance  was  not  given  him  till  it  was  too  late  to  do  any  Good  ? 
Certainly  not. 

This  has  no  reference  to  your  Pamphlet  ? 

No ;  but  it  has  reference  to  the  Correspondence. 

What  did  you  do  in  consequence  of  the  Refusal ;  did  you  appeal  to  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  ? 

I  merely  sent  an  Account  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  received  their 
Answer  refusing  Payment.  I  have  done  nothing  since.  I  know  it  is  not  the 
Practice  in  the  neighbouring  Unions.  In  the  Wilfiton  Union,  in  which  Captain 
Luttrell  is  Chidrman,  whenever  a  second  Opinion  is  required  the  Surgeon  has 
been  paid  the  usual  Charge  of  Two  Guineas. 

Have  the  goodness  to  refer  to  that  Part  oSf  the  Correspondence  to  which  it 
has  reference  ? 

I  am  afhdd  I  cannot  now  point  out  that  Part  of  the  Correspondence  to  which 
it  may  have  reference. 

Your  Statemait  is,  that  the  Woman's  Life  was  lost  in  consequence  of  the 
N^ect  of  the  Overseers? 

That  is  my  Opinion  ;  and  there  are  other  Cases  in  which  I  think  the  same 
Result  has  followed  the  same  Line  of  Conduct  There  was  the  Case  of  a 
Wcmian  at  Grraton,  where  the  Clergyman  was  so  alarmed  that  he  came  over  for 
my  Son. 

The  Woman  was  not  in  Labour  when  your  Son  went  to  her  ? 
No,  but  the  Women  all  believed  her  to  be  in  Labour  j  but  the  Relieving 
Officer  met  my  Son  on  the  Road,  and  told  him  to  go  on. 

Did  the  Practice  of  refusing  to  pay  Medical  Men  who  were  applied  to  to  give 
their  Advice  in  Consultation  prevent  Men,  in  the  Period  to  which  your  Pamphlet 
applies,  from  attending  ? 

1  am  not  sure  that  it  prevented  them.  I  have  never  been  asked  to  attend 
myself;  but  I  have  gone,  on  some  Occasions,  without  any  Expectation  of  Pay- 
ment.  If  I  had  received  the  Directions  of  the  Overseers  I  should  have 
expected  to  be  paid.  I  considered  that  when  1  had  the  Order  of  the  Overseers 
the  Board  of  Guardians  would  pay  me. 

Is  it  not  likely  that  Injuiy  would  arise  to  the  Poor  if  it  was  known  that  the 
Board  of  Guarcuans  refbsed  Payment  of  such  Cases  ? 

Yes.  I  believe  Mr.  King  on  one  Case  refused  to  go ;  that  was  a  Woman  of 
the  Name  of  Tuttiett,  who,  in  consequence  of  the  Medical  Man  not  attending 
in  proper  Time,  died. 
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Mr.  J.  Toegood.        You  loiow  that  fiom  the  iDformatioD   of  the  Surgeoo,    not   jrour   own 
•  — —       Knowledge  ? 

I  liave  the  Statement  oi  the  Husband  and  theTVomen  who  were  arocmd  her, 
and  the  Suraeon  who  attended  her.  I  beg  to  aay  my  only  Otgect  haa  been  to 
amend  the  Law. 

You  are  not  very  friendly  to  the  Law,  are  you  ? 

I  have  not  been  friendly  to  the  Medical  Administration  of  the  Law,  but  I 
am  not  an  Enemy  to  the  Principle  of  the  Law. 

You  are  in  considerable  Practice  in  the  Neighbourhood ;  was  there  a  great 
Increase  of  Illness  in  that  Ndghbourhood  between  the  26th  of  June  and  the 
18th  of  August? 

I  cannot  say  without  having  my  Books  here. 

You  cannot  recollect  that  there  was? 

My  Practice  was  very  fluctuating;  I  did  not  hear  that  there  was  any 
Epidemic. 

There  was  no  Influenza  at  that  Time  ? 

I  really  cannot  state  without  having  my  Books  with  me. 

Were  not  the  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  greatly  out  erf*  Proportion  to  those 
in  the  surrounding  Country  ? 
Most  certainly. 

Mr.  Parker  is  a  Surgeon  at  Bridgwater,  but  not  one  of  the  Medical  OflBcers 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
He  is  not. 

.    Do  you  know  any  thing  of  the  Case  of  a  Man  o[  the  Name  of  John  Cook, 
Mount  Terrace,  Pig  Cross,  Bridgwater  ? 

Yes. 

Will  you  have  the  goodness  to  state  the  Circumstances  of  that  Case  which 
have  come  to  your  Knowledge? 

I  met  Mr.  Parker,  the  Surgeon,  near  the  Bridge  at  Bridgwater,  I  believe,  on 
the  Friday  Morning,  who  told  me  he  had  been  to  see  a  Child  of  Cook's  who  was 
very  ill  of  the  Croup. 

Do  you  know  John  Cook  ? 
Yes,  I  do. 

What  is  he? 

He  is  a  Sho^naker. 

Is  he  a  Pauper  ? 

Yes ;  he  has  had  Parochial  Medical  Relief  for  Years  past. 

Up  to  this  Time? 

I  believe  to  this  present  Time. 

Since  the  Establishment  of  the  Union  ? 

Oh  yes,  certainly,  I  understand.    I  am  provided  with  Proof  of  that. 

Do  you  know  of  your  own  Knowledge  what  is  the  Average  of  his  Earnings  ? 
I  know  that  the  Man  has  been  attended  by  the  Parish   Surgecms ;   I  have 
received  the  Information  from  the  Parish  Surgeons  themselves. 

Which  of  them? 

From  Mr.  Poole  and  from  Mr.  King. 

Since  the  Formation  of  the  Union,  or  before? 
I  believe  since  the  Formation  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  Newman,  the  Relieving  Officer,  can  probably  speak  to  that? 

Mr.  Newman's  Statement  is  not  quite  correct  here.  The  Facts  of  the  Ciise 
were  these  :  the  Woman  applied  to  Mr.  King  in  die  Morning,  and  asked  him  to 
see  that  Child  ;  he,  knowing  that  she  was  a  Pauper,  referred  her  to  the  Relieving 
Officer ;  the  Relieving  Officer  refused  her  an  Order.  She  then  applied  to 
Mr.  Parker,  whom  she  saw,  I  believe  by  Accident,  passing  near  her  House,  and 
offered  him,  I  think,  2s.  or  3^.,  or  some  such  Sum,  which  she  had  raised  by 
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l^wning  some  of  her  Goods,  if  he  would  attend  her  Child ;  he  did  attend  her    Mr.  j.  Toogoom. 
Child,  and  directed  her  to  apply  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  he  wrote  a       —-—....». 
Letter  himself  to  the  Board. 

Which  Letter  you  have  inserted  in  your  Pamphlet  ? 
Yes ;  here  is  a  Copy  of  the  Letter,  which  was  retained. 

What  is  the  Date  of  it? 
The  14th  of  July. 

Do  you  know  of  Mr.  King  having  received  an  Order  between  Twelve  and 
One  o'clock  on  that  Day  ? 

I  was  with  Mr.  King  in  the  Street  at  the  Time  that  he  received  that 
Order. 

Do  you  know  what  Mr.  King  did  ? 

He  mstantly  went  to  see  it,  and  returned  and  told  me  the  Child  was  dying  ; 
and  it  died  the  same  Afternoon. 

Had  that  Child  been  attended  earlier  is  it  likely  it  would  have  been  saved  ? 
It  is  one  of  the  most  dangerous  Diseases,  and  requires  the  most  prompt 
Attention. 

Is  it  likely  that  if  the  Child  had  been  immediately  attended  it  would  have 
been  saved  ? 

I  think  it  very  likely  would ;  many  Children  who  are  immediately  attended 
to  do  recover  of  this  Disease. 

These  are  all  the  Cases  you  have  presented  in  your  Pamphlet  ? 
I  beg  to  state  that  I  have,  in  connrmation  of  this  Statement,  an  Affidavit  from 
Cook's  Wife  of  the  Facts. 

The  Affidavit  is  produced. 

What  induced  that  Woman  to  go  and  make  that  Affidavit? 

I  do  not  know  ;  I  was  not  at  home  when  the  Affidavit  was  made  ;  I  was  at  a 
House  near  Sir  John  Slade's  at  Newton,  and  when  I  came  home  it  was  put 
into  my  Hand. 

Did  you  suggest  it  ? 

I  do  not  know  ;  I  might  have  thought  it  necessary  for  my  own  Safety  to  get 
all  the  Information  I  could,  to  be  quite  sure  that  I  was  justified  in  sayuig 
what  I  did. 

The  Affidavit  is  read,  and  is  as  follows  : 

Lucretia  Cook,  Wife  of  John  Cook  of  Bridgwater  iu  the  County  of  Somerset,  Shoe- 
maker, maketh  Oath,  and  saith:  For  Two  or  Three  Years  past  Mr.  Poole,  late  the  Parish 
Surgeon,  has  from  Time  to  Time  attended  myself  and  Child  during  Illness;  he  attended 
us  as  Paupers,  and  on  the  Parish  Account.  My  Husband  is  a  Sboemaker,  but  he  has  not 
constant  Work,  and  his  Earnings,  together,  with  my  eldest  Son's,  for  the  last  Six  Months  have 
not  exceeded  on  an  Average  Ss.  per  Week ;  and  we  have  no  other  Means  of  Support.  About 
the  Middle  of  the  Month  of  July  last,  on  a  Thursday  Evening,  my  youngest  Child,  a  Boy 
aged  about  Ten  Years,  was  taken  HI,  and  between  Seven  and  Eight  o'  Clock  on  the  following 
Morning  (Friday)  he  became  much  worse ;  at  that  Time  Three  of  my  Children  were  living 
at  home  with  me.  About  Nine  o'Clock  in  the  Morning  of  the  said  Friday  I  went  to 
Mr.  Newman,  the  Relieving  Officer  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  and  requested  that  Medical 
Relief  might  be  afforded  to  my  Child;  he  inquired  respecting;  my  Circumstances,  and  I 
recollect  telling  him  that  if  my  Husband  was  in  constant  Work  be  might  earn  1/.  a  Week, 
but  that  be  seldom  bad  any  Work  to  do ;  and  that  I  was  very  poor,  and  in  great  Distress, 
and  not  able  to  pay  a  Doctor ;  and  that  I  had  before  been  attended  by  the  Parish  Doctor; 
He  said  that  he  could  not  give  me  a  Note,  but  that  I  had  better  go  to  Mr.  King's,  the 
Surgeon,  and  try  to  pay  him  to  attend  the  Child :  and  for  the  Purpose  of  procuring 
Medical  Assistance  I  carried  a  Jacket  of  one  of  my  Sons  to  Mr.  Smith,  the  Pawnbroker's, 
and  pledged  same  for  Ss.  I  then  went  to  Mr.  King's,  but  he  was  not  home.  I  afterwards 
met  him,  and  asked  him  to  attend  my  Child;  he  said  he  would  come,  but  that  bis  Charge 
was  5s.  weekly  for  Attendance  on  poor  People  at  their  Houses;  and  I  then  went  home  and 
sent  a  Gun  to  be  pawned,  and  procured  4«.  more  afterwards.  About  Eleven  o'Clock  I  saw 
Mr.  Parker,  a  Surgeon,  near  my  House,  and  requested  him  to  look  at  mv  Child,  and  he 
accordingly  did  so,  and  immediately  gave  me  some  Medicine  for  my  Child,  and  said  he 
should  make  no  Charge  for  it;  and  he  gave  me  a  Note  to  take  to  Mr.  Newman.  I  took 
the  Note  to  Mr.  Newman,  and  he  told  me  to  come  to  him  in  Half  an  Hour.  After  he  had 
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Mu  J.  Toogo^.     attended  the  Board  of  Ouardian%  a  Neighbour  of  mine,  Mrs.  Ware^  went  to  the  Hall 
i  and  had  a  Note  fur  Mr.  Kin^  to  attend,  which,  she  told  me,  sh^  carried  to  Mr.  King's. 

Mr.  Newman  called  in  the  Morning  afier  Mr.  Parker  left,  but  before  Mr.  King  came,  and 
went  up  Stairs  and  saw  the  Child,  but  said  nothing  to  nie«  About  One  o'Clock  in  the 
Afternoon  of  the  same  Day  Mr.  King  attended^  ana  I  think  he  was  there  Two  or  Three 
Times  afterwards  in  the  course  of  the  Afternoon.  The  Child,  however,  got  worse,  and  about 
Eleven  o'Clock  in  the  Night  he  died.  Before  my  Child  was  buried  Mr.  Toogood^  a 
Surgeon,  sent  fur  me,  and  I  made  him  acquainted  with  my  distressed  Circumstances,  and 
he  procured  me  a  Donation  of  6s. 

With  respect  to  the  Salaries,  what  induces  you  to  think  that  the  Terms  which 
were  offered  to  Medical  Men  were  insufficient  for  the  Purpose  of  Remunerap 
tion? 

My  former  Experience  of  the  Labour  I  had  to  do.  Besides,  I  would  state  that 
some  few  Years  ago  a  Misunderstanding  took  place  between  the  Overseers  at 
Bridgwater  and  the  Medical  Men  who  had  the  Care  of  the  Parish,  and  who  at 
that  Time  were  paid  Eighty  Guineas  a  Year,  which  they  found  to  beinsufficient» 
and  required  100/.  The  Overseers  demurred  at  giving  this  Sum  ;  and  whilst  the 
Dispute  was  settling  I  was  desired  to  allow  my  Assistant  to  take  the  Charge  of 
the  roor,  which  he  did  for  Three  Months,  keeping  an  Account  during  that 
*  Time  ;  and  though  many  Things  were  omitted  to  be  put  down  during  the  Three 
Months,  and  the  Charges  were  One  Third  less  than  the  usual  established 
Charges  of  the  Country,  Half  a  Guinea  for  every  Case  of  Midwifery,  and  a 
Guinea  for  every  Fracture,  the  Account  for  those  Three  Months  amounted  to 
upwards  of  38/.  for  the  Parish  of  Bridgwater  alone. 

Do  you  mean  to  say,  upon  your  Credit  as  a  professional  Man,  that  the  Salaries 
offered  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  in  the  first  instance  to  the  Medical  Men 
were  such  as  would  not  leave  to  them  any  thing  Kke  a  Remuneration  for 
their  Trouble  after  paying  the  Expense  of  their  Horse  Hire  and  their 
Medicines  ? 

I  believe  they  generally  lost ;  I  sincerely  believe  they  did.  I  know  that  my 
Son,  if  he  had  not  had  the  Assistance  of  my  Horses  and  my  other  Son,  who  is  in 
Practice  with  me,  would  have  lost  considerably  by  it  j  and  I  believe  the  others 
did  the  same. 

The  Object  of  your  Pamphlet  was  to  endeavour  to  show  that  they  were  justi- 
fied in  refusing  mat  Remuneration  which  had  been  offered  to  them,  and  were 
not  answerable  for  the  Consequences  which  had  arisen  from  that  RefUsal  ? 

Yes.  I  would  beg  to  state  that  all  those  Circumstances  produced  a  great 
Sensation,  a  great  deal  of  bad  Feeling  towards  the  Medical  Men,  very  great 
Misrepresentation ;  and  therefore  it  was  thought  proper  that  we  should  state  the 
Facts  of  the  Case  to  the  Public,  in  order  that  we  might  set  ourselves  right  in 
the  pubHc  Opinion. 

If  there  was  a  bad  Feeling  towards  the  Medical  Men,  was  not  there  on  the 
other  hand  a  bad  Feeling  towards  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

I  believe  not ;  as  far  as  I  was  individually  concerned  I  assisted  in  every  Way 
I  could  to  establish  the  Law,  and  to  assist  the  Board  of  Guardians  as  far  as  I 
could. 

There  has  been  a  Stranger  introduced  into  Bridgwater  who  has  charge  of 
that  District  ? 
Yes. 

That  is  one  of  the  Grievances  of  which  you,  the  Medical  Men,  have  com- 
plained ? 

I  think  the  Mode  of  his  Introduction  was  a  Grievance.  I  think  I  may  fairly 
state  that  he  obtained  his  Appointment  by  the  Assumption  of  fictitious  Titles. 
I  believe  I  am  in  a  Condition  to  prove  that. 

Did  you  take  some  pains  to  ascertain  this  ? 

Yes.  It  was  very  desirable  that  we  should  know  who  the  Person  was  who 
came  under  these  Circumstances.  When  we  passed  those  previous  Resolutions 
we  believed  that  no  Gentleman  of  Character  or  Respect^ility  would  accept  the 
Terms  the  Board  of  Guardians  offered. 
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Is  it  your  Opinion  tliat  if  a  proper  Offer  had  been  made  by  the  Board  of    Mr.  J.  Toogood. 

Guardians  they  wcMikl  have  obtiuned  in  the  Parishes  a  proper  Person  for  the       

AppcMntment  ? 

Yes }  but  I  bdieve  this  Stranger  brought  no  Introduction  whatever. 

Do  you  know  whether  he  brought  any  Testimonials  ? 
No }  but  Persons  who  come  into  anew  Neighbourhood  usually  bring  an  Intro- 
duction to  a  Banker  or  some  other  Person. 

The  Board  of  Guardians  having  advertised  for  Medical  Persons,  if  Medical 
Persons  come  with  proper  Testimonials,  they  are  bound  to  receive  them  without 
Introduction,  are  they  not  ? 

I  believe  I  can  prove  that  some  of  those  Testimonials  were  not  correct 

There  could  be  no  Occasion  for  an  Introduction,  as  the  Guardians  had  adver- 
tised for  PerKMDs  to  come  and  taider  themselves  as  Candidates  for  the  Appoint- 
ment? 

Strictly  speaking,  there  was  not ;   but  it  is  usual  to  bring  Introductions. 

It  is  to  be  supposed  that  upon  having  seen  his  Testimonials,  if  they  were 
satisfactory,  they  would  appoint  him  ? 

I  sincerely  believe  theu*  Feeling  was  so  strong  against  the  Medical  Men  they 
would  have  appointed  anybody. 

You  state  that  you  conceive  no  respectable  Man  would  come  upon  those 
Terms ;  do  you  extend  that  Observation  to  Mr.  Moseley  ? 

1  know  nodiing  of  Mr.  Moseley  but  that  when  he  was  informed  of  the  Facts 
he  left  the  Town. 

Do  you  know  that  he  left  the  Town  because  he  found  that  he  must  under- 
take the  Duties  of  the  Office  immediately? 

No,  I  do  not ;  I  know  only  as  I  have  been  told  by  many  of  the  Guardians ; 
I  believe  as  soon  as  Mr.  Moseley  understood  the  Circumstances  under  which  he 
was  elected  he  resigned. 

Do  you  know  whether  the  Circumstances  which  occasioned  his  Resignation 
were  not  that  he  was  required  immediately  to  enter  upon  the  Performance  of  his 
Duties  ? 

I  do  not 

You  do  not  know  that  that  was  not  so  ? 

No ;  I  only  state  that  which  I  have  heard,  that  as  soon  as  he  was  acquainted 
with  the  Circtunstances  of  the  Case  under  which  he  was  elected  he  resigned.  I 
believe  he  was  very  ^ad  to  escape. 

Is  it  usual,  when  a  Surgeon's  Recommendation  is  for  practising  in  a  different 
Place,  or  for  being  appointed  for  an  Office,  and  he  is  represented  to  be  a  Surgeon 
in  a  puticular  Town, — is  it  usual  to  inquire  whether  he  has  ever  resided  within 
that  Town? 

I  believe  so ;  that  is  the  Course  I  have  always  pursued. 

If  they  had  inquired,  with  respect  to  the  Gentleman  elected  at  Bridgwater, 
whether  he  had  resided  and  practised  in  Newcastie  for  a  long  Time,  would  they 
have  found  it  true  ? 

No.  They  might  have  availed  themselves  of  the  Means  which  I  did ;  I 
inquired  and  found  it  was  not  true  ;  and  I  made  subsequent  Inquiries. 

Of  course  the  Board  of  Guardians  could  have  made  the  same  Inquiries  as 
you  did  ? 

Yes.  I  had  the  Pleasure  of  being  acquainted  with  Dr.  Smith  at  Newcastle, 
and  I  wrote  to  him,  and  obtained  his  Answer :  "  Newcastle,  21st  July  1887. 
Dear  Sir,  I  have  delayed  answering  your  Letter  in  the  Hope  of  obtaining 
some  Information  respecting  J.  R.  Ward.  I  have  inquired  of  many  Medical 
Men,  who  had  not  heard  of  him  ;  and  I  can  only  tell  you  that  at  No.  60,  Pilgrim 
Street,  there  is  a  very  bright  Green  Door  with  a  very  large  Brass  Plate,  which 
I  hear  has  been  there  about  Six  Weeks.  A  Medical  Friend  informs  me  that  a 
verv  flashy  Man,  widi  a  Profusion  of  Breast  Pins,  Rings,  Gold  Chains,  &c.,  called 
on  liim  some  Weeks  ago,  saying  his  Name  was  Ward ;  that  he  was  come  to 
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Mr.  J.  Toogood.    reside  in  Newcastle ;  and,  by  the  Advice  of  his  Friend,  Dr.  Blundell,  he  in- 

tended  to  give  Lectures  to  Female  Practitioners  in  Midwifery,  and  wished  to 

know  what  my  Friend,  who  has  been  a  Teacher  for  some  Years,  was  in  the 
habit  of  chargmg.  From  the  Report  given  me  of  this  Interview,  Mr.  John 
Rodney  Ward  is  exactly  the  Sort  of  Person,  in  Dress  and  Address,  that  you 
would  expect  after  reading  the  Card  ^ou  sent  me.  Should  I  hear  any  tmng 
respecting  this  Person  worth  communicating  I  will  write  to  you  again." 

Is  that  Dr.  Blundell  of  London  who  is  referred  to  ? 

Yes.  He  is  not  at  home,  or  I  should  have  ascertained  the  Fact  from  him ;  he 
is  in  Paris.  In  the  course  of  my  Inquiries  I  have  elicited  other  Facts. 
Mr.  Ward,  in  his  Card,  states  that  he  is  a  Graduate  in  the  University  of  Ley  den  : 
a  Friend  has  written  to  Leyden,  but  has  not  got  an  Answer ;  but  I  understand 
that  Degrees  are  to  be  purchased  there,  and  that  it  is  a  common  Practice.  "  A 
Member  of  the  Worshipful  Society  of  Apothecaries  ;**  he  is  a  Lic^itiate  of  that 
Bodjr.  The  next  is,  "  late  Consulting  Surgeon  Accouchetu:  to  the  Royal  Ma- 
ternity Society,  Doctors  Commons. "  Of  my  own  Knowledge,  I  know  the 
Difficulty  there  is  in  obtaining  an  Appointment  to  Metropolitan  Charities  ;  and 
I  have  applied  to  Dr.  Ramsbotham,  who  has  given  me  this  Answer :  "  My  dear 
Sir,  Mr.  J.  R.  Ward  was  for,  I  think,  about  Two  Years  one  of  the  Assistant 
Surgeons  to  the  Royal  Maternity  Charity  for  the  Borough  District.  There  are 
Fifteen  Surgeon  Apothecaries,  living  in  different  Parts  of  London,  attached  to 
this  Institution,  and  they  are  designated  in  the  printed  Forms  *  Assistant  Sur- 
geons, *  (as  being  Assistants  to  the  Physicians,)  although  tliere  is  no  Appoint- 
ment either  of  Surgeon  or  Consulting  Surgeon."  The  next  is,  "  Surgeon  to  the 
Royal  Infirmary  for  Diseases  of  Children.**  Mr.  Dendy,  the  Surgeon  to  that 
Institution,  states,  **My  dear  Sir,  In  answer  to  your  Letters  regarding  a  Gentle- 
man of  the  Name  of  John  Rodney  Ward  who  has  announced  himself  as  *  Surgeon 
to  the  Royal  Infirmary  for  the  Diseases  of  Children,*  I  can  have  no  Hesitation 
in  assuring  you  that  I  have  no  Recollection  of  such  a  Person  being  attached 
to  the  Infirmary  in  Waterloo  Road,  to  which  I  am  the  senior  Surgeon.  This 
was  established  in  1816,  and  I  have  been  attached  to  it  almost  during  the 
whole  of  this  Period.  The  oldest  annual  Report  which  is  just  at  hand  is  that 
of  18S6 :  in  that  and  subsequent  Reports  there  is  no  such  Name  among  the 
Officers.  My  own  Mind  is  convinced  that  no  Person  of  the  Name  of  Ward 
has  ever  been  a  Surgeon  of  the  Establishment,  which  would  be  proved  by  any 
Reference  to  the  Records.  Our  Infirmary  is  the  oldest  Establishment  of  the 
Kind  in  London.  Some  Years  since  another  was  founded  near  Golden  Square, 
*  The  Royal  Metropolitan  Infirmary.*  These,  you  m^  be  assured,  are  thie  only 
Two  which  are  entitled  to  the  Epithet  *  Royal.*  A  Mr.  Ward  may  have  seen 
Patients  at  his  House,  and  called  that  a  Uoyal  Infirmary ;  this  of  course  is 
Usurpation,  and  very  great  Presumption,  to  say  the  least.  I  believe  I  have 
written  all  that  can  be  required  to  afibrd  a  decided  Negative  to  your  Question. 
I  remain,  dear  Sir,  yours  very  faithfully,  Walter  C.  Dandy.*'  He  then  states 
himself  to  be  Consulting  Surgeon  Accoucheur  to  the  Southwark  Childbed 
Society,  Guy*s  Hospital.  In  order  to  ascertain  the  Fact  I  called  on  Doctor 
Ashwell,  who  is  the  obstetric  Physician  and  Lecturer  at  Guy's  Hospital,  who 
writes  me,  '*  My  dear  Sir,  I  have  no  Hesitation  in  replying  distincuy  to  the 
Question  you  put  to  me  as  to  Mr.  John  R.  Ward.  He  is  not  in  any  way 
attached  to  the  obstetric  Department  of  Guy*s  Hospital  or  SchooL**  I  think  I 
ought,  in  justice  to  the  Medical  Gentlemen  of  Bridgwater,  to  state  that  there 
is  an  Action  at  this  Time  pending  against  Mr.  Ward  for  Mal-practice,  which  will 
be  tried  the  next  Assizes. 

By  whom  is  it  brought  ? 

By  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Webber  of  Taunton. 

What  Sort  of  Accident  ? 
Dislocation  of  the  Shoulder. 

Has  the  Action  been  brought  by  the  Woman  herself,  or  by  your  Society  ? 
By  the  Woman.     The  Woman  lives  at  Taunton  i  I  never  saw  her  m  my 
Life. 
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Are  there  no  Individuals  of  your  Society  who,  in  point  of  &ct,  instituted    Mr.j.  Toogood. 

that  ActicMi  ?  ^  

;    Not  at  ally  as  I  have  been  informed  by  the  Surgeon  to  whom  the  Woman 
applied  at  a  later  Period  to  know  whether  the  Shoiuder  had  been  reduced. 

It  is  an  Action  against  him  for  Want  of  Skill  ? 

Yes;  for  not  having  understood  the  Case,  and  not  reduced  the  dislocated 
Shoulder. 

In  what  Condition  was  the  Woman  ? 

She  is,  I  bdieve,  a  poor  Woman  ;  she  has  a  Son,  a  Labourer  at  Bridgwater. 

Has  she  brought  an  Action  at  her  own  Risk  ? 

I  do  not  know  how  that  may  be ;  I  only  know  that  I  have  had  nothing  to 
do. with  it,  nor  do  I  believe  that  any  Medical  Man  at  Bridgwater  has  any  thing 
to  do  with  it. 

Was  it  at  Taunton  Mr.  Ward  attended  her  ? 
No  J  at  Bridgwater. 

Did  he  attend  her  as  Parochial  Surgeon  ? 

No }  I  believe  as  a  private  Patient.  I  have  heard  that  the  Woman  became 
chargeable  either  to  the  Taunton  or  the  Wellington  Union,  to  which  she 
belonged,  and  in  consequence  of  that  some  Proceedings  were  taken. 

Of  what  Sort? 

That  the  Woman  applied  to  a  professional  Man. 

That  it  was  in  consequence  of  her  applying  for  ReUef  some  Steps  at  Law 
were  taken  ? 

I  understood  so.  This  I  know,  that  her  professional  Man  is  Mr.  Trenchard 
gf  Taunton,  who  is  a  highly  respectable  Man.  The  Statements  I  have  read 
are  confirmed  by  the  Secretary  or  the  British  Medical  Association  at  Exeter  Hall. 
And  there  are  some  other  Points  connected  with  it  which  I  think  will  justify 
the  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  not  holding  Communication  with  Mr.  Ward  ; 
It  is  said  that  he  was  sent  to  the  Queen's  Bench  Prison  the  24th  of  January 
1829,  and  went  before  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court  on  his  Petition  15th  of 
April  1829,  and  was  remanded  for  Nine  Calendar  Months  within  the  Walls, 
under  the  Forty-ninth  Section  of  the  Act,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Thomas,  but  he 
settled  with  the  Plaintiff,  and  was  discharged  in  consequence  the  7th  of  July 
following.    I  copied  this  from  the  Books  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court. 

Do  you  think  it  improper  for  a  Medical  Man  to  associate  with  any  Gentleman 
that  has  taken  advantage  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court  ? 

No ;  but  I  think  our  subsequent  Inquiries  have  justified  us  in  the  Course  we 
have  taken* 

Did  yoii  learn  why  he  was  remanded  in  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court ;  what 
was  the  Action  ? 
An  Action  for  Slander. 

What  were  the  Damages  ? 

191Z.  I  have  a  Copy  which  I  took  from  the  Books  of  the  Court :  "  15th 
April  1829.  Discharged,'  after  Nine  Calendar  Months  Custody  within  the 
"Walls  of  the  Prison,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Thomas,  late  of  Earl  Street,  Lisson 
Grove,  Paddington,  Middlesex,  being  indebted  to  him  in  the  Sum  of  191/.  for 
Damages  recovered  in  an  Action  for  Slander.'^  Amount  of  Property  belonging 
to  himself,  Wife,  and  Child,  14/.  9^.  6^.  I  hold  also  in  my  Hand  a  Proof  that 
Mr.  Ward  is  not  a  Member  of  the  College  of  Surgeons. 

Does  he  state  that  he  is  so  on  his  Card  ? 

He  states  that  he  is  a  Graduate  in  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the  University 
of  Leyden. 

That  is  not  contradictory  to  the  Assertion  on  his  Card  ? 

No ;  but  Mr.  Upton,  the  Solicitor  for  the  Apothecaries  Company,  clearly 
states  the  same  Resolution,  that  the  Medical  Officers  of  Unions  should  be  both : 
"  Mr.  Ridout  has  placed  in  my  Hands,  as  the  Law  Officer  of  the  Society,  your 
Letter  to  him  of  the  23d  Instant.  A  Difference  of  Opinion  exists  between  the 
Society  and  the  Poor*  Law  Commissioners  on  the  Subject  of  the  Qualification  of 
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Mr.  J.  Toogood.    the  Medical  Officers  appointed  to  Unions  under  the  Poor  Law  Amemim^it  Act, 
— — —       the  Society  contending  that  the  Medical  Officer  should  be  both  a  Member  rf 
the  College  of  Surgeons  and  a  Licentiate  dP  their  Body,  and  the  Commissioners 
holding  that  either  Qualification  is  sufficient**' 

Have  you  made  any  Observation  on  the  Entries  in  the  Books? 

I  have  seen  the  Books  sometimes,  and  have  seen  some  Entries  in  them. 

Have  you  any  Observations  to  make  on  them  ? 

I  do  not  think  the  Entries  are  correct,  in  many  Instances.  There  is  One  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  have  examined :  I  was  asked  Yesterday  whether  I  could 

J  reduce  any  rroo&  of  HostUi^  or  Calumny  towards  the  Medical  Men  ^  I  think 
can,  on  referring  to  the  Books  when  the  Appointment  of  Surgeons  took 
place,  about  Three  Weeks  since.  I  think  last  Friday  Three  Weeks  the  late 
Uhairman,  Mr.  Warry,  took  Occasion  to  draw  a  Comparison  between  the 
Skill  of  the  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  and  Mr.  Ward. 

How  do  vou  know  this  ? 
I  had  it  n:om  the  Guardians. 

From  whom  ? 

From  Mr.  Watson,  and  it  has  not  been  denied  by  Mr.  Warry ;  he  has  been 
wiitten  to,  and  has  not  denied  it. 

Have  you  asked  him  that  ? 

My  Son  has  written  to  him,  and  he  has  not  denied  it.  I  have  an  Affidavit 
proving  the  Fact  stated  by  the  Cludrman  is  imtrue ;  the  Chairman  has  not  only 
not  denied  it,  but  he  has  admitted  it 

Have  you  his  Letter  ? 

I  have  not  it  here  ;  it  is  at  Bridgwater. 

The  Affidavit  is  read,  and  is  as  follows : 

William  Sprouting  of  Bridgwater  in  the  CouDty  of  Somenett  Labourer,  mftketh  OnUi, 
and  saitb  :  That  in  or  about  the  Month  of  January  1885  be  &lt  a  Pain  in  his  Side, 
accompanied  with  Cough,  and  that  Mr.  Thomas  Svmes  gave  him  a  Recommendation  at 
an  Out-Patient  of  the  Bridgwater  Infirmary  :  That  Deponent  was  admitted  an  Oo^ 
Patient  thereof,  and  was  attended  by  Mr.  John  Toogood,  one  of  the  Surgeons  of  the  8*ld 
Infirmary :  That  Deponent  continued  an  Out-Patient  of  the  Infirmanr  about  a  Mouthy  when 
he  got  better,  and  was  discharged  from  the  Infirmary,  and  went  to  bis  Wm*k  of  a  Plasterer:  That 
he  continued  pretty  well  about  a  Year,  being  able  to  attend  to  his  Work,  but  be  felt  ooca* 
sional  Pain  in  his  Side,  especially  when  he  bad  a  Cold  and  Cough.  About  a  Year  after  bfs 
Discharge  from  the  Infirmary  the  Pain  in  his  Side  increased,  and  he  was  obliged  to  be  in 
Bed ;  Deponent  then  sent  for  Mr.  John  Evered  Poole  as  Parish  Surgeon,  Mr.  jPooIe  beii^ 
then  acting  for  Mr.  King,  the  Parish  Surgeon,  who  was  ill.  Deponent  continued  under  the 
Care  of  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Poole  during  the  whole  Time  they  continued  Parish  Surgeons, 
and  up  to  the  l*ime  when  Mr.  Ward  was  appointed  Parish  Surgeon,  namely,  to  Mid- 
summer 1837,  or  thereabouts.  During  the  Time  Deponent  was  under  the  Care  ofMr.  Poole 
and  Mr.  King  a  Swelling  took  place  in  his  Side,  which  afterwards  burst,  and  the  Wounds 
were  attended  to  by  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Poole.  Bread-and- Water  Poultices  were  ordered  by 
Mr.  King,  who  opened  the  Abscess  in  Deponent's  Side.  During  this  Period  Deponent  r^ 
ceived  Pay  from  the  Parish,  but  continued  to  work  at  his  Trade  as  well  as  he  was  able.  After 
Mr.  Ward  was  appointed  Parish  Surgeon  Deponent  applied  to  him,  and  Mr.  Ward  ordered 
a  Linseed  Poultice  with  Beer  Grounds  to  be  applied  to  the  Wound,  but  Deponent's  Wife 
was  afraid  to  apply  it,  thinking  it  was  too  strong,  and  the  Broadband- Water  Poultice  was  still 
continued.  Two  or  Three  Months  afterwards  Deponent  observed  something,  which  he 
believes  was  a  Piece  of  Bone,  sticking  out  of  the  Wound  which  had  been  lanced  ^  Mr.  King. 
Deponent  then  went  to  Mr.  Ward  and  showed  him  his  Side, — ^a  Person  was  with  Mr.  Ward,-^ 
when  Mr.  Ward  then  pulled  the  Piece  of  Bone  out  of  Deponent's  Side.  Deponent  went 
afterwards  to  Mr.  Ward  about  twice  a  Week  for  a  Fortnight  or  Three  Weeks,  during 
which  his  Side  was  dressed  as  ordered  by  Mr..  Ward.  All  we  Wounds^  except  wjhcre  the 
Bone  came  out,  healed  of  their  own  Accord,  and  that  Place  is  now  open,  and  has  been 
constantly  running  since,  but  does  not  prevent  Deponent  from  going  to  his  Work.  At 
Mr.  Ward's  Request  Deponent  wrote  down  upon  Paper  the  Particulars  of  his  Illness,  the 
Names  of  the  Surgeons  wIk>  had  attended  him,  and  the  Treatment  he  had  nndergoiie,  to 
which  Deponent  signed  his  Name,  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  WarcL  Deponent's  Pi^  was  soon 
afterwards  stopped,  and  Deponent  has  not  had  any  Pay  since,  except  for  about  a  Fortnight 
or  Three  Weeks  during  the  severe  Weather  last  Winter.  Deponent  has  not  been  attained 
by  Mr.  Ward  bince  about  Five  or  Six  Weeks  after  the  Bone  was  taken  out  of  his  Side^ 
but  the  Wound  from  whence  the  Bone  came  out  b  not  yet  healed.     W.  M.  Sproutiko. 

This 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT-    767 

This  was  brought  forward  as  a  distinct  Charge  against  one  of  the  Officers  of    Mr.  J.  ToogooiU 
the  Bridgwater  Infirmary. 

How  do  you  know  that  ? 

I  know  it  from  many  of  the  Guardians.  Mr.  Watson  will  prove  every  Word 
of  it. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

The  Witness  is  again  called  in. 

What  are  the  Matters  you  complain  of  in  the  Conduct  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians  towards  the  Medical  Men  ? 

We  complain  of  their  making  Charges  against  us  privately,  without  giving  us 
afr-Opportimity  of  meeting  them,  and  defending  ourselves. 

When  you  say  privately  you  mean  in  the  Board  ? 

Yes }  and  I  can  state  that  the  Facts  brought  forward  are  not  true  with  reg^d 
to  the  Case  of  Sprouting,  that  he  was  disclMU'ged  from  the  Infirmary  cured. 

Whom  do  you  propose  to  be  called  to  prove  that  such  Statements  were  made 
in  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

Mr.  Thomas  Howell  Watson  will  prove  that  Mr.  Warry  stated  what  he  did. 

What  do  you  understand  those  Charges  to  have  been  ? 

The  Cha^  made  was,  that  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  William  Sprouting  had 
been  discharged  incurable  from  the  Bridgwater  Infirmary,  and  had  been  subse- 
quently speedily  cured  bv  Mr.  Ward.  I  can  speak  to  the  Facts  from  my  own 
Knowledge :  the  Facts  of  the  Case  are,  that  Sprouting  was  admitted  the  25th  of 
Janu^  1835  ;  he  was  discharged  the  1st  of  March  1835.  He  did  not  get  under 
Mr.  Ward's  Care  till  1837,  havmg  been,  during  the  Interval,  Two  Years  or  a  Year 
and  a  Half,  under  the  Care  of  Mr.  Poole  and  Mr.  King ;  and  the  Man  is  not  well 
now ;  he  is  just  in  the  same  State  in  which  he  was ;  therefore  if  he  is  entered 
in  the  Book  cured  it  is  a  £ilse  Entry,  as  I  am  satisfied  many  others  were. 

What  is  his  Malady? 

He  has  a  scrofiilous  Abscess.  I  saw  the  Man  last  Friday  Week  myself,  and 
examined  him. 

Had  be  that  when  he  was  admitted  into  the  Infirmary  ? 

No ;  a  different  Ccmiplaint  altogether :  he  was  admitted  for  a  Pain  in  his  Side. 
He  was  discharged  cured  on  the  1st  of  March,  and  Four  or  Six  Months  after- 
wards he  became  ill  again,  and  then  applied  to  the  Parish  Surgeon,  and  was  under 
his  Care  from  June  or  July  1835  to  June  1837. 

When  he  applied  to  the  Parish  Surgeon  was  it  for  the  same  Complaint  ? 
No  ;  a  Swelling  and  Abscess  in  front  of  the  Abdomen.    It  is  open  now,  and 
discharges. 

Not  at  all  where  he  complained  of  Pain  ? 

No;  but  it  is  very  possible  that  as  scrofidous    Diseases  b^n  in  a  very* 
insidious  Way  the  Pam  he  first  complained  of  may  have  ultimately  become  the 
Disease  it  now  is :  it  took  more  than  a  Year  before  the  Abscess  formed. 

Is  the  Disease  which  he  had  last  June  that  which  is  stated  to  be  now 
cured? 

No;  nor  is  it  the  Disease  he  was  subject  to  when  in  the  Infirmary. 

You  say  he  was  discharged  as  cured  ? 

Yes ;  and  went  to  Work  for  Three  or  Four  Months. 

With  that  scroftilous  Disease  ? 

He  had  no  Swelling  or  Sore  at  the  Time,  only  a  Pain  in  his  Side ;  he  had  no 
Symptoms  of  scrofulous  Disease* 

What  did  you  suppose  it  to  arise  from  ? 
From  common  Cold  or  Lumbago. 
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Mr.  J.  Toogood.         When  was  he  treated  by  Mr.  King  or  Mr.  Poole? 
I  think  about  July  1835. 

That  was  before  the  Formation  of  the  Union  ? 

Yes ;  the  Man  continues  in  the  same  State  in  which  he  was  from  the  Time  he 
applied  to  the  Parish  Surgeon,  and  is  not  cured. 

From  the  Terms  of  this  AflSdavit  it  would  appear  that  he  was  never  without 
occasional  Pain  in  his  Side,  that  it  increased  considerably,  and  he  was  obliged  to 
lie  in  Bed  ? 

The  Books  of  the  Infirmary  will  show  that  he  was  discharged  cured  on  the 
1st  of  March,  and  has  never  been  a  Patient  there  since. 

You  mean  to  say  that  Mr.  Warrv  charged  that  Mr.  Ward  had  cured  this 
Man,  and  that  he  had  not  been  cured  by  other  Medical  Men  ? 

Yes  i  and  if  Mr.  Ward  states  that  that  Man  is  cured  that  is  not  the  Fact. 

You  state  that  you  believe  that  Entry  is  false,  and  that  many  others  are  also  ? 
Yes  ;  I  believe  that  is  the  Fact ;  and  that  can  be  proved  by  others. 

Who  aie  the  Persons  to  whom  you  would  refer  ? 

As  to  the  Declarations  in  the  Board,  Mr.  Thomas  Howell  Watson. 

What  other  Witness  would  you  wish  to  be  summoned  to  prove  the  Facts  of 
Sprouting's  Case  ? 

There  are  no  other  Persons  but  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Evered  Poole  who  know 
the  Facts  of  Sprouting's  Case.  Mr.  King  is  perfecdy  acquainted  with  the  Facts. 
I  was  Yesterday  asked  for  the  Date  of  flie  Letter  odling  the  Association ;  the 
Date  of  the  Letter  was  the  5th  of  June. 

Have  you  got  that  Letter  ? 

No  ;  I  take  it  from  a  Newspaper,  in  which  there  are  some  Observations  made 
about  it.  That  was  the  Day  on  which  Mr.  Young  states  that  he  received  his 
Letter.  There  is  one  Point  I  wish  to  suggest,  on  which  great  Stress  seems  to 
be  laid  in  Mr.  WeaJe's  Report,  which  seems  to  be  made  a  Charge  as  to  the 
Orders  having  been  directed  to  be  sparingly  given.  I  think  I  have  the  Means 
of  proving  that  such  was  the  Fact.  1  can  prove  this  by  Documents.  I  have 
Copies  of  them,  which  were  furnished  me  by  Mr.  Abraham  King,  that  the 
Three  Weeks  before  the  Expiration  of  the  Contract  the  Number  of  Patients 
amounted  to  I67 ;  the  Three  Weeks  during  which  they  were  treated  as  ordinary 
Patients  they  were  110,  and  the  Three  Weeks  afterwards  th^^  were  I7I ;  but 
there  is  Evidence,  also,  in  Mr.  CaswelPs  Papers  of  the  same  Fact.  Here  is  a 
very  important  Letter  to  Mr.  Caswell  from  Mr.  Easton,  one  of  the  Overseers 
of  Pawlett,  a  highly  respectable  Man  :  "  Dear  Sir,  I  beg  the  Favour  of  you 
to  attend  Joseph  White,  who  certainly  is  an  Object  of  Charity,  and  in  Distress ; 
and  also  Simon  Williams.  I  feel  a  Reluctance  in  making  such  Applications, 
supposing  you  are  not  amply  paid  for  your.  Services ;  at  the  same  Time  it  grieves 
me  to  witness  a  poor  Fellowcreature  perishing  for  Want  of  Medical  Assistance, 
which  we  have  been  heretofore  enabled  to  procure.  An^  Necessaries  which 
these  Persons  may  be  in  want  of,  please  to  state,  and  I  will  immediately  send 
them.'*     It  is  dated  Pawlett,  the  23d  of  June  1837. 

•    You  have  been  in  possession  of  Mr.  Caswell's  Papers;   have  you  been  in 
possession  of  his  Medical  Returns? 

No. 

What  was  the  Period  that  the  Medical  Officers  attended  the  Paupers  as  inde- 
pendent Patients  ? 

From  the  25th  of  June. 

You  are  not  aware  of  the  Number  of  Patients  in  Mr.  Caswell's  Books  ;  that 
the  Number  found  in  his  Book  in  the  Week  ending  the  1st  of  June  is  18  Pa- 
tients, the  Week  ending  the  8th  of  June  23  Patients,  the  Week  ending  the 
15th  of  June  32  Patients,  the  Week  ending  the  22d  of  June  43  Patients,  the 
Week  ending  the  30th  of  June  53  Patients,  the  Week  ending  tlae  7th  of  July 
41  Patients,  the  Week  ending  the  20th  of  July  43  Patients,  the  Week  ending 
the  24th  of  August  24  Patients,  the  31st  of  August  32  Patients,  and  the  8th  ot^ 
September  24  Patients  ? 

No.  I  have  the  Orders  he  received  to  attend  the  Paupers  j  these  were  given 
me  by  Mrs.  Caswell  last  Week. 

How 
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How  many  does  it  appear  from  this  Paper  he  attended  ?                                      Mr.  J.  Toogood. 
I  really  do  not  know.  

You  are  not  aware  that  the  Figures  riven  you  by  the  Question  are  taken  from 
his  weekly  Book,  signed  with  his  own  Name  ? 

No  ;  I  know  nothing  of  those.  I  was  asked  whether  I  could  rive  any  other 
Names  when  I  stated  that  I  thought  the  Books  would  be  found  incorrect  I 
believe,  if  your  Lordships  inquire,  the  Name  of  a  Patient  appears  three  Times 
in  One  Week. 

Do  you  mean  Mr.  Ward's  Books  ?  , 

No  ;  I  do  not  know  the  Surgeon,  but  I  know  it  is  in  the  District  of  the 
Relieving  Officer,  John  Chinn ;  he  himself  told  me  there  was  ah  Entry  made  in 
one  of  the  Surgeon's  Books  of  Visits  Three  Times  in  One  Week  to  a  Man  who 
had  been  dead  and  buried  a  Fortnight  before.  It  is  the  Polden  Hill  District ; 
he  has  the  Charge  of  the  Middlezoy  District 

Do  you  know  when  this  was  ? 
Yes ;  last  Year,  as  I  understood. 

Who  had  that  District  last  Year  ? 

Mr.  Young;  he  was  one  of  those  appointed  the  last  Year. 

He  was  not  one  of  the  Surgeons  before  ? 
No. 

He  was  appointed  after  the  other  Surgeons  declined  to  accept  the  Terms  ? 

Yes.  In  tne  next  Union  adjoining  this  one  of  the  Medical  Men  was  dis« 
missed  for  altering  the  Dates,  and  making  false  Entries  in  the  Books,  and  I 
cautioned  our  Medical  Men  to  be  very  careful  in  keeping  the  Books  ;  and  ohe 
said,  **  I  assure  you  I  do  not  believe  that  they  are  careful  at  all  about  their 
Books."  There  are  Three  Visits  to  One  Man  who  had  been  dead  Three  Weeks, 
and  I  asked  Mr.  Chinn,  in  the  Presence  of  the  Coroner,  when  he  was  there, 
whether  that  was  the  Fact,  and  he  said  it  was. 

Do  you  think  it  would  be  useful  to  have  the  Coroner  always  attend  on  the 
Deaths  of  Persons  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  think  it  would  be  useful.  I  do  not  think  that  some  of  them  come  by  their 
Deaths  fairly. 

What  do  you  mean  by  their  not  coming  by  their  Deaths  fairly  ? 

I  cannot  think  liiat  Sixteen  should  die  in  a  Fortnight  by  Inflammation  of  the 
Lungs,  which  I  understood  was  on  the  Books  shown  me,  while  only  One  Death 
from  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  occurred  out  of  Seven  thousand  out  of  the 
House. 

Does  Diarrhoea  sometimes  terminate  in  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  ? 
I  have  never  seen  such  an  Instance. 

How  many  do  you  say  died  of  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  ? 
I  think  they  mentioned  EighL 

In  how  long  a  Time  ? 
I  think  Two  Months. 

How  many  were  there  in  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time  ? 

I  do  not  taiow ;  I  know  nothing  of  the  Workhouse  but  from  others. 

Do  you  know  how  many  died  in  the  Union  in  those  Two  Months  that  Sixteen 
died  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

No,  I  do  noL  I  believe  One  only  died  in  the  whole  of  the  Bridgwater 
District  of  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs. 

You  do  not  know  when  it  was  that  the  Names  were  repeated  Three  Times  in 
Mr.  Younff^s  Books  ? 

No ;  I  heard  it  from  Mr.  Tilsley.  It  was  repeated  by  Mr.  Chinn  in  the 
Presence  of  the  Coroner,  Mr.  Caines. 

Is  Diarrhoea  in  a  very  late  Stage  of  it  infectious  ? 
Yes  ;  I  should  think  it  was. 
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Mr,  J.  ToogQod.        It  would  not  be  proper  to  have  new  P^tie^ts  IprQugbt  in  firow  th«  Couiitry 
*^       along  with  such  Persons  ? 

No. 

You  would  consider  that  at  the  Time  when  so  many  Persows  ^ed  iu  the 
Workhouse  there  was  an  infectious  Disorder  ? 
Yes. 

At  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was  prevailing  in  the  Workhouse  who  was  the 
Doctor  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  believe  Mr.  King.  I  believe  it  prevailed  afterwaxds,  during  Mr.  Ward's 
Time  as  well. 

The  Time  it  raged  so  greatly  in  the  Workhouse  was  in  January  and  February 
1837,  was  not  it  ? 

I  believe  it  was ;  but  I  took  no  Part  in  this  Matter  until  my  Advice  was 
solicited  by  the  junior  Branches  of  the  Profession. 

Would  you  have  thought  it  improper  to  send  in  fresh  Paupers  while  the 
Disorder  was  raging  ? 
Certainly. 

Do  you  know  whether  fresh  Paupers  were  sent  in  at  tiiat  Time  ? 
I  have  read  such  an  Account. 

Do  you  know  whether  the  Medical  Officer  remonstrated  against  it  ? 
I  have  heard  that  he  did. 

You  have  said  that  in  all  Cases  of  Presentation  of  the  Placenta  you  have 
invariably  endeavoured  to  get  Ajssistance  ? 
Yes,  1  have. 

Is  that  for  the  sake  of  Consulta4ion  and  Satiis&ction,  or  ft)r  mochanical  Aid? 
Not  for  mechanical  Aid. 

Merely  for  the  sake  of  Consultation  ? 

Yes  J  and  for  the  Comfort  and  Protection  of  the  Surgeon  in  attendance.  I 
conceive  only  One  Person  can  do  it.  There  may  be  such  Cases  indeed  occur ; 
it  may  become  a  Question  of  Time  when  the  Operation  of  Delivery  shall  be 
performed,  and  on  that  Point  I  think  a  Consultation  would  be  always  desirable. 
If  it  is  done  too  early  great  Mischief  will  ensue.  I  have  known  a  Case  where 
it  was  too  soon,  and  the  Child  escaped  from  the  Vagina  into  the  Cavity  of  the 
Belly,  and  was  taken  out  alive,  and  the  Woman  is  living  now. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  J.  f .  PFaites.      Mr.  JAMES  FRANKLIN  WAITES  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows : 

YOU  are  Relieving  Officer  of  the  Fourth  District  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Charlotte  Allen  applying  for 
Medical  Relief? 
Yes. 

Under  what  Circumstances  did  she  apply  to  you  for  Medical  Relief? 
She  applied  for  Medical  Relief  from  Illness. 

When? 

In  the  early  Part  of  June  1837. 

Did  you  give  her  an  Order  ? 
Yes,  I  did. 

Upon  whom  ? 
Upon  Mr.  Ruddock. 


He  was  in  charge  of  the  District? 
Yes. 
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Do  you  know  how  long  he  continued  to  attend  her  ?  Mr.  J.  F.  tvaites. 

I  cannot  say  as  to  the  Date*  ■"' 

Had  you  any  Conversation  with  him  with  respect  to  her  Lying-in  ? 
Some  little  Time  after  that  I  had  occasion  to  call  to  speak  to  him  about  some 
poor  Persons,  and  we  had  some  Conversation. 

What  was  that  Conversation  ? 

When  I  was  in  his  Siurgery  he  asked  me  who  was  going  to  attend  her  in  her 
Confinement ;  I  said  at  first,  "  I  do  not  know,  Sir,  but  I  suppose  you,  as  the 
Woman  has  been  ill  some  Time.*'  He  then  asked  me  whether  she  had  been  an 
unhealthy  Woman  ;  I  said,  she  had  been.  It  appeared  that  he  did  not  know 
she  had  been  an  unhealthy  Woman  before,  for  he  attended  her  a  very  short  Time ; 
and  I  believe  previous  to  this  Conversation  between  him  and  me  he  had  left  off 
attending  her  some  little  Time,  However  he  asked  me  if  I  would  give  him  an 
Order  to  attend  her  in  her  Confinement ;  I  said  I  could  not  give  him  an  Order 
without  applying  to  the  Board,  as  there  was  sufficient  Time  to  apply;  he 
asked  me  wtiether  I  would  apply  for  that  Order,  which  I  did  do  the  following 
Board  Day. 

Did  you  reconunend  to  the  Board  to  give  that  Order  ? 

Yes }  I  applied  to  the  Board  in  the  regular  Way,  as  I  do  in  other  Cases. 

Did  you  state  to  the  Board  that  the  Woman  had  been  in  bad  Health  ? 
Yes. 

And  that  you  thought  it  a  Case  that  a  Surgeon  should  attend  ? 

My  Application  was  for  a  Midwife  and  Nurse  in  her  Confinement.  An  Ob- 
servation was  made  in  the  Board,  that  they  thought  she  could  do  with  a  Woman 
Midwife  ;  it  was  observed  that  she  could  do  as  well  as  other  Women^  I  made 
the  Observation  that  she  had  been  an  unhealthy  Woman,  and  a  Woman  that 
was  very  much  affected  in  her  Manner :  I  thought  it  would  be  better  that  a 
Medical  Man  should  be  sent  for«  What  I  meant  was,  that  she  makes  a  good 
deal  of  fuss  about  trifling  Things.  A  Gentleman,  since  dead,  made  an  Observa- 
tion, that  many  Women  had  been  attended  by  Females. 

Who  was  that  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  Poole.    He  said  his  Mother  had  been  attended  by  a  Woman,  and  that  a 
Woman  assisted  him  into  the  World,  and  that  he  had  no  Doubt  this  Woman 
would  do  as  well  as  others,    I  said,  perhaps  if  a  Doctor  was  not  allowed  she    * 
might  make  more  fuss  than  other  Persons  ;  he  said  he  had  no  Doubt  she  would 
do  well,  but  if  she  needed  it  a  Doctor  might  be  had  at  the  Time. 

The  Result  of  your  Application  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  was  that  they 
declined  sending  a  Medical  Man  to  her,  but  she  was  to  be  delivered  by  a 
Midwife  ? 

Yes  J  if  a  Medical  Man  was  wanted  I  was  to  provide  him. 

What  was  the  next  Thing  you  heard  of  this  Woman  ? 
The  next  Thing  I  heard  of  her  was  her  Confinement. 

Did  you  communicate  to  her  that  she  was  not  to  have  a  Medical  Man  ? 
No,  I  did  not  do  that }  but  she  was  acquainted  with  it. 

What  Communication  had  you  previously  with  Mr.  Ruddock?  Did  he 
say  he  thought  it  was  a  Case  in  which  a  Medical  Man  ought  to  be 
employed  ? 

Mr.  Ruddock  did  not  know  any  thing  about  it  I  stated  to  him  the 
State  in  which  she  was ;  he  asked  me  whether  she  had  been  an  unhealthy 
Woman. 

He  had  been  attending  her  ? 

For  a  very  short  Time  ;  only  a  few  Days,  I  believe. 

Did  he  state  to  you  that  her  Labour  was  likely  to  be  of  that  Nature 
that  it  was  likely  to  require  the  Assistance  of  a  Medical  Man  and  not  a 
Midwife  ? 

No  such  Words  passed. 
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Mr.  J.  F.  iVaites.       The  Suggestion  of  the  Medical  Man  was  entirely  your  own  ? 
■  Yes  J  Mr.  Ruddock  asked  who  was  to  attend  her,  and  I  said,  "  I  suppose  you/' 

When  you  applied  to  the  Board  you  thought  it  was  better  that  a  Medical 
Man  should  attend  her  ? 
Yes ;  and  I  mentioned  it  to  the  Board. 

Did  not  Mr.  Ruddock  state  to  you  that  a  Medical  Man  ought  to  attend  her  ? 
He  did  not ;  no  such  Words  passed  previous  to  the  Application  being  made 
to  the  Board. 

She  was  confined  on  the  30th  of  June  ? 
Yes. 

Was  an  Application  made  to  you  very  soon  after  that  for  any  thing  on  her 
Account  ? 
The  following  Morning. 

What  was  that  Application  ? 

The  Nurse  applied  to  me;  she  came  to  my  House  to  say  that  she  was 
delivered,  and  I  sent  her  back  with  the  Groats. 

Did  you  ask  her  any  thing  respecting  the  Circumstances  of  the  Case  ? 
No,  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

What  did  she  say  ? 

She  said  she  was  doing  as  well  as  could  be  expected ;  that  she  was  doing  well. 

What  is  the  Name  of  the  Nurse  ? 
Mary  Date. 

Is  she  the  Sister  of  Kitty  Walker  ? 

Yes  J  she  was  living  in  the  Hotise  with  her. 

On  the  following  Monday  Morning  you  went  to  relieve  the  Poor  at  Stowey, 
did  you  not  ? 
Yes. 

Did  Elizabeth  Woolley  meet  you  there  ? 

She  attended  for  Charlotte  Allen,  and  took  her  Relief. 

Did  any  thing  pass  at  that  Time  respecting  a  Doctor? 

Yes.  I  was  waiting  in  the  Churchyard  till  the  Bread  came,  and  while  I  was 
waiting  this  Woman  said,  **  Mr.  Waites,  I  suppose  as  Charlotte  Allen  was  not 
attended  by  a  Doctor  she  cannot  have  a  Doctor  now.*'  I  asked  her  why  ? 
She  said  that  she  complained  of  not  being  well.  I  asked,  what  was  the  Matter  ? 
She  said  that  she  was  different  from  what  she  had  been  in  any  of  her  Confine- 
ments. I  said,  "  Certainly,  if  a  Doctor  is  wanted  she  must  have  him  though  it 
was  a  Woman  who  put  her  to  Bed.'*  I  asked  a  Question  or  Two,  but  I  thought 
it  was  likely  to  be  rather  indelicate  for  me  to  ask  Questions.  She  said  she 
should  like  tor  my  Wife  to  go  and  see  her ;  I  desired  her  to  call  upon  my 
Wife  as  she  went  home,  which  she  did,  and  my  Wife  agreed  to  go  and  see  her 
in  the  course  of  that  Day. 

That  was  in  consequence  of  your  not  liking  to  ask  the  Questions  which  were 
necessary? 
Yes. 

Your  Wife  has  had  a  good  many  Children,  has  she  not  ? 
She  has  had  Ten  ;  the  Mother  of  the  Midwife  that  attended  this  Woman 
attended  my  Wife  with  Six  or  Seven. 

Did  you  say  any  thing  to  Woolley  about  your  not  being  able  to  send  anybody 
without  some  particular  Case,  or  any  thing  of  that  Sort  ? 

The  first  Words  I  said  were,  "  If  the  Doctor  is  wanted  he  should  be  liad/' 

Did  you  say  you  had  been  cautioned  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  such  a  Conversation  passing. 

Had  you  been  cautioned  ? 
No,  I  had  not. 

Had 
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Had  you  not  been  told  to  be  cautious  ?  Mr.  J.  R  WaUes. 

The  only  Caution  I  had  was  at  the  Time  of  the  Conversation  with  the      

Medical  Officers  of  the  Board,  that  we  were  to  be  careful  in  giving  Orders,  but 
to  attend  and  give  them  when  they  were  wanted. 

Who  gave  you  that  Direction  ? 
Several  of  the  Guardians. 

Was  that  delivered  to  vou  from  the  Chair  ? 
Yes,  the  Chairman  and  Mr.  Poole. 

Was  this  Direction  delivered  to  you  by  the  Chairman  as  from  the  Board  in 
general? 
Yes,  it  was. 

Mr.  Poole  is  now  dead  ? 
Yes. 

Did  your  Wife  go  down  in  consequence  of  this  ? 
She  did  not  go  immediately. 

How  came  she  not  to  go  immediately  ? 

The  Midwife  came  to  our  House  before  she  went 

What  Interval  elapsed  between  the  Conversation  in  the  Churchyard  and 
your  Wife  going  ? 

Perhaps  a  Couple  of  Hours  or  thereabouts. 

She  went  at  the  End  of  Two  Hours  ? 

No ;  I  think  not  quite  so  soon  as  that ;  the  Midwife  came  and  said  she  had 
been  to  see  her,  and  that  she  thought  that  a  littie  opening  Medicine  would  be 
very  useful ;  and  that  she  did  not  see  there  was  any  Necessity  for  a  Doctor,  but 
she  thought  a  Dose  of  Castor  Oil  might  be  useful. 

Were  you  present  ? 

No  J  I  was  told  that  by  my  Wife.  I  came  in,  in  fact,  before  the  Midwife 
left. 

Was  the  Castor  Oil  obtained  for  her  ? 

Yes  J  I  sent  and  bought  it,  and  sent  it  to  her. 

Did  she  say  that  Charlotte  Allen  complained  of  being  weak  and  in  Pain  at 
Times  ? 

Yes,  I  believe  she  did. 

Did  you  hear  her  say  any  thing  of  that  Sort  ? 
Not  then. 

Did  you  hear  her  say  that  she  &ncied  something  must  be  wrong  ? 

No }  that  did  not  pass  to  me }  it  passed  between  the  Midwife  and  my  Wife. 

Did  your  Wife  then  go  down  with  the  Midwife  ? 
I  cannot  say  that  she  did. 

What  was  the  Conversation  which  passed  between  the  Midwife  and  your 
Wife? 

I  cannot  explain  that  perfectiy  ;  they  are  both  in  attendance. 

When  was  it  that  your  Wife  went  down  to  Charlotte  Allen's  House  ? 
I  believe  it  was  on  the  Wednesday. 

How  came  she  to  go  on  the  Wednesday  ? 

Because  the  Midmfe  came  and  said  she  was  worse  and  she  wished  her  to  go. 
I  heard  this  Conversation :  that  Charlotte  Allen  thought  something  was  wrong, 
and  she  wanted  her  to  go  to  convince  her  that  nothing  was  wrong.  My  Wite- 
went  and  made  some  Inquiries,  and  found  that  nothing  appeared  to  be  wrong 
from  her  Notion  of  the  Thing ;  but  as  Charlotte  Allen  mshed  a  Medical  Man  to 
be  sent  to  her  they  came  back  to  me,  and  I  gave  the  Order  to  the  Midwife, 
thinking  she  was  the  proper  Person  to  go  to  him  in  case  he  should  wish  to  ask. 
her  any  Questions. 
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Mr.  j.F.  WaUes.       How  long  was  this  after  the  first  Application  ? 

This  was  Wednesday  Evening ;  it  waa  on  the  Monday  Morning  that  I  saw 

Elizabeth  Woolley. 

It  was  not  an  Application  from  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
No. 

Who  was  Mrs.  Woolley  ?  What  had  she  to  do  with  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
She  was  a  Neighbour,  and  lived  close  by. 

In  consequence  of  your  Order  he  did  attend  on  Charlotte  Allen  ? 

Yes. 

Did  she  continue  long  ill  ? 
Yes,  a  long  while. 

Could  she  get  up  out  of  her  Bed  ? 

She  was  out  of  feed  the  next  Day  after  her  Confinement ;  the  Midwife  found 
her  out  of  Bed  the  next  Day  after  her  Confinement 

How  long  did  she  continue  in  that  Parish  ? 

From  the  30th  of  June  till  about  Two  Months  or  Ten  Weeks  ago. 

Was  she  very  ill  all  that  Time  ? 
She  was  very  ill  for  some  Time. 

Did  you  visit  her  ? 
Yes. 

Was  she  offensive  ?  , 

I  never  found  any  thing  of  the  Sort 

On  no  Occasion  ? 
No. 

Did  she  complain  to  you  of  any  particular  Thing  ? 
No,  only  of  being  weak. 

Did  Mr.  Ruddock  ever  tell  you  what  was  the  Matter  with  her  ? 

No. 

Did  she  lie  in  her  Bed  the  greater  Part  of  her  Time  ? 

She  was  in  Bed  the  greater  Part  of  the  Time.  I  have  no  Doubt  she 
might  have  got  out  of  Bed  before  she  did,  from  Reports  I  heard  in  the 
Place. 

What  makes  you  think  so  ? 

Because  she  is  rather  sly.  She  was  seen  at  Work  on  some  Occasions,  and 
then  when  People  came  in  she  was  seen  in  Bed. 

Have  you  ever  seen  her  at  Work  ? 
No. 

Who  had  seen  her  ? 
The  Nurse. 

Is  she  here  ? 
No. 

What  is  her  Name  ? 
Mary  Date. 

You  have  heard  her  say  so  ? 
Yes, 

When  you  called  upon  her  you  always  found  her  in  Bed  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  know  when  you  were  going  to  call  upon  her  ? 
No,  not  at  all« 

What  became  of  her  ? 

The  Board  allowed  her  2^.  6rf.  to  go  with  her  Friends  from  Stowey,  Five  or 
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Six  Miles  off.    She  was  relieved  coBflidaraUy  more  Aau  that  (tiring  her  Con-    Mr.  J.  r  tyiu$€$. 
finement  at  Stoweyj   sometimes  5s.  or  6$.  a  Week,  sometimes  rather  moie,      ......_r— 

sometimes  not  quite  so  much,  from  her  Confinement  up  to  the  Time  she  left 
Stowey,  which  was  about  Ten  Weeks  ago. 

Did  she  apply  for  Money  to  go  to  her  Friends  ? 

The  Board  wished  her  to  be  removed,  on  account  of  her  having  a  Bastard 
Child,  to  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater.  She  complained  of  being  unable  to  go ; 
that  Mr.  Ruddock  had  reported  her  unfit  At  last  she  had  a  Wish  to  go  with 
her  Friends,  and  the  Board  took  it  into  consideration,  and  allowed  her  2^.  6d.  a 
Week  to  go  with  them.  She  got  better  from  beuig  out  of  the  District  The 
Entry  on  the  Minutes  of  the  Board  is,  that  they  were  not  able  to  allow  her  any 
Relief  in  another  Union,  and  the  Pay  was  stopped  ;  and  she  returned  and  went 
into  the  R'idgwater  Workhouse,  where  she  is  now. 

She  did  not  go  to  the  Board  simply  for  the  Purpose  of  avoiding  going  into 
tlie  Workhouse,  but  applied  for  Leave  to  go  ? 

Yes ;  she  said  if  she  was  allowed  something  she  would  go  to  her  Friends  ; 
she  had  been  in  Bed  Six  Months  before.  Th^  Day  that  she  left  she  got  up  at 
Six  in  the  Morning  and  walked  from  her  House  to  the  Cart,  and  went  over 
the  Mendip  Hills. 

Did  you  see  her  yoiurself  ? 

I  saw  her,  and  visited  her  Two  or  Three  Times  after  she  went  there ;  she  had 
been  confined  to  her  Bed  there  Five  or  Six  Months  before  she  left  Stowey. 

What  Distance  had'  she  ta  walk  to  the  Cart  ?     Twenty  or  Thirty  Yards  ? 
Twenty  Yards^  perhaps,  from  the  Room  where  she  slept. 

What  Sort  of  Roads  have  they  there  ? 
Not  very  good  $  they  are  hilly. 

Did  she  go  by  her  own  Choice,  or  was  she  sent  by  the  Guardians  ? 
She  had  hired  the  Cart  herself. 

What  did  she  pay  for  it  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

What  was  the  first  Time  you  saw  her  after  she  was  delivered  ? 
I  did  not  see  her  for  some  Time. 

Did  your  Wife  report  to  you  that  she  complained  of  not  having  a  Medical 
Man  to  attend  her  ? 
No, 

When  did  you  hear  the  first  Complamt  of  that  Sort  ? 

1  never  heard  of  any  Complaint  on  that  Subject  till  I  heard  of  the  Pamphlet 
being  out 

Did  Mr.  Ruddock  ever  complain  to  you  of  allowing  her  to  go  on  too  long 
without  a  Medical  Man  ? 
No. 

You  frequently  saw  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ever  converse  with  him  on  the  Subject  ? 

I  never  said  but  little  to  him  ;  I  always  fancy  that  he  is  very  close  in  his  Con- 
versation, and  does  not  choose  to  answer  my  Questions  j  sometimes  when  I  asked 
him  about  Persons  Complaints. 

He  refiises  to  answer  you  ? 

He  does  not  do  it.    I  do  not  know  what  his  Reason  his. 

He  is  not  communicative  with  you  ? 
No. 

Is  it  not  desirable  you  should  communicate  with  the  Doctor  ? 

Yes ;  but  he  is  a  Man  who  has  very  little  to  say  j  he  answers  me  very  shortly. 
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Mu  J.  F.  Waites.       Is  he  the  Me(£cal  Officer  of  the  same  District  now  ? 
Yes, 

Did  he  not  tell  you  it  was  absolutely  necessary  she  should  have  a  Medical 
Man? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  the  Kind. 

Will  you  state  that  positively  ? 

I  will  positively  state  that  before  I  ever  made  the  Application  no  such  Words 
passed,  and  I  do  not  remember  such  a  Conversation  passing  afterwards. 

You  are  sure  nothing  of  the  Kind  passed  before  ? 
I  am  quite  certain. 

You  are  not  quite  sure  that  after  the  Application  was  made  by  yourself  he 
did  not  tell  you  he  ought  to  have  been  employed  before  ? 

It  has  been  reported  that  he  did  before ;  I  have,  no  Recollection  on  the 
Subject. 

You  have  no  Recollection  that  he  told  you  he  ought  to  have  been  employed 
before? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  the  Kind. 

When  you  went  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  before  she  was  confined  did  you 
state  the  Conversation  that  had  passed  between  you  and  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 
I  did  not. 

You  stated  that  Mr.  Ruddock  asked  you  who  would  attend  her,  and  you 
answered  him  you  supposed  he  would  ? 

Yes ;  that  is,  that  I  expected  that  the  Board  would  allow  it  as  soon  as  I 
mentioned  it ;  tiiat  I  expected  it  to  be  done. 

And  you  recommended  it  ? 
I  did. 

You  thought  it  a  Case  in  which  a  Medical  Man  should  attend  ? 

The  only  Reason  for  my  supposing  it  was  a  Case  in  which  a  Medical  Man 
should  attend  was  that  I  had  known  her  well,  and  that  she  had  had  a  deal  of  Sick- 
ness ;  but  a  Gentleman  who  was  there,  who  knew  her  well,  and  who  knew  the 
Circumstances,  said  he  thought  she  might  do  with  a  Woman  as  other  very  re- 
spectable Women  did ;  but  of  she  did  want  a  Medical  Man  she  should  have  one. 

Is  she  a  well-grown  Woman  and  tall  ? 
Tolerably. 

A  stout  Woman  ? 
Not  particularly  stout. 

What  Age  ? 
About  Thirty. 

Able-bodied  ? 

She  is  not  able-bodied  at  present ;  but  I  understand  that  she  is  not  worse 
than  she  has  been  for  several  Years. 

She  is  not  deformed  ? 

No. 

You  say  she  is  as  well  now  as  she  has  been  for  several  Years  ? 
Yes  ;  that  is  the  Report. 

Have  you  seen  her  since  she  came  home  across  the  Hills  ? 
Yes  J  1  have  seen  her  nursing  her  Child. 

Did  she  appear  pretty  well  ? 

I  have  seen  her  Three  Times  since  she  left  Stowey  to  go  over  the  Hills,  and 
ip^ch  Time  I  found  her  looking  better  than  she  had  done  before. 

When  did  you  see  her  last? 

J  saw  her  about  a  Fortnight  back  in  the  Workhouse. 
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.  Did  she  look  weE?                                                                                           Mr.  j.  f.  Waiteu 
Yes,  pretty  well.  

Was  she  offetisive  ? 

I  never  found  her  so;  I  have  been  at  her  Bed-side  several  Times. 

Did  you  stay  long  ? 
A  Quarter  of  an  Hour. 

Did  your  Wife  visit  her  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  ever  state  to  you  that  she  found  her  offensive  ? 
No. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  it  was  only  from  your  own  Impression  that  you  proposed 
that  the  Medical  Man  should  attend  her  in  her  Confinement,  and  not  nova  the 
Recommendation  dP  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 

I  made  the  Application  on  the  Advice  of  Mr.  Ruddock. 

Had  not  he  told  you  it  was  necessary  ? 

No. 

In  what  Terms  did  he  make  the  Suggestion  ? 

I  had  occasion  to  go  to  speak  to  him  about  several  poor  Persons ;  he  asked 
me,  "  Who  is  to  attend  Charlotte  Allen  in  her  Confinement  ?**  1  said  "I  suppose 
you.  Sir,  from  her  being  an  unhealthy  Woman  ?'*  He  said,  "Has  she  been  an 
unhealthy  Woman  ?'*  He  had  attended  her  a  very  short  Time.  I  always  consider 
it  my  Duty,  if  there  is  Time,  to  apply  to  the  Board  for  an  Order,  unless  a 
Woman  is  taken  ill  and  there  is  not  Time  to  apply  to  the  Board ;  then  I  use  my 
Discretion.  He  asked  me  whether  I  would  give  him  an  Order  j  I  said  "  No  j  I 
wiD  apply  to  the  Board  for  it  ;**  and  I  promised  him  I  would,  and  I  did  so. 

The  Board  refrised  it  ? 

Yes,  in  the  Manner  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Ruddock  did  not  tell  you  it  was  essentially  necessary  ? 

No. 

You  are  quite  sure  that  is  the  Case  ? 
Yes- 
Mr.  Ruddock  did  not  tell  you  that  there  were  any  Circumstances  about  her 
late  Illness  which  rendered  it  necessary  ? 
I  am  positive  he  did  not. 

You  did  not  state  to  the  Board  that  Mr.  Ruddock  requested  you  to  apply  ? 
No,  I  did  not. 

Why  did  you  not? 

I  did  not  consider  it  necessary. 

You  thought  that  Mr.  Ruddock  would  not  dislike  the  Job  ? 
Certainly  not. 

You  did  not  think  that  he  thought  it  necessary  on  account  of  any  Circum- 
stances affecting  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
Not  the  least. 

Did  he  desire  you  to  apply  for  an  Order  from  the  Board  ? 
When  I  said  I  would  ao  so  he  said  **  Will  you  ?,** 

Did  you  inform  the  Board  Mr.  Ruddock  desired  you  to  apply  ? 

No. 

When  you  applied  to  the  Board  for  the  Otder  in  what  Terms  did  you  make 
the  AppUcation  ? 

If  your  Lordships  will  allow  me,  I  will  show  you  the  Report  of  the  Applica- 
tion. On  the  Twelfth  Week,  June  9th  or  16th,  I  applied  for  a  Midwife  and  Nurse 
for  the  Confinement  of  Charlotte  Allen  ;  at  the  same  Time  I  reported  that  I 
had  given  temporary  Relief  to  the  Amount  of  Sixpence,  which  was  allowed,  and 
an  Order  was  made  on  this  Application. 
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Mr.  J.  F.  Wattes.        Your  Application  was  not  for  a  Medical  Man,  but  for  a  Midwife  and  Nujse  ? 
Yes. 

Did  not  Mr.  Ruddock  desire  you  to  apply  for  an  Order  for  him  to  attend  ? 
We  do  not  make  that  Distinction. 

You  mean  either  a  Man  or  a  Woman  ? 
Yes. 

Did  not  you  make  another  Application,  when  you  applied  for  a  Medic^ 
Man? 

No. 

You  applied  for  a  Midwife  and  a  Nurse,  and  you  then  suggested  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  have  a  Man  and  not  a  Woman  ? 
Yes ;  that  was  my  Idea. 

When  this  Discussion  took  place  with  Mr.  Poole  were  you  there  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  they  pay  the  Female  Midwife  ? 
Five  Shillings. 

And  a  Man  Midwife  is  Ten  Shillings  ? 
Yes. 

Your  written  Application  does  not  state  any  thing  about  Mr.  Ruddock's 
Attendance  ? 

No. 

That  was  Matter  of  Conversation  at  the  Board  ? 
It  was,  at  this  Time. 

Was  there  a  Discussion  whether  that  Midwife  should  be  a  Man  or  a  Woman  ? 
I  intended  this  Application  for  Mr.  Ruddock's  Attendance. 

You  made  a  Deposition  on  Oath  before  Mr.  Weale,  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner,  relative  to  tais  Circumstance  ? 
Yes. 

In  that  you  state,  "  On  the  9th  of  June  he  the  Deponent  reported  the  Case 
to  the  Board,  whose  Order  was  that  he  should  send  her  a  Woman  Midwife  **  ? 

Yes,  that  was  the  Case.  The  only  Reason  that  I  can  state  for  that  wasj  that 
the  greatest  Part  of  the  poor  Women  in  our  Neighbourhood  are  attended 
by  Women  in  their  Confinements,  and  that  was  the  Reason  why  Mr.  Poole 
suggested  that  a  Woman  should  attend  her. 

<  Did  you  state  that  in  your  Opinion  a  Medical  Man  should  attend  ? 

I  did.  I  said  I  thought  it  would  be  much  better  that  a  Medical  Man  should 
attend  her ;  as  this  Woman  was  so  much  affected  in  her  Manner  she  would 
make  a  Fuss  if  a  Medical  Man  did  not  attend  her ;  but  the  Board  said,  "  If  a 
Medical  Man  was  wanted  a  Medical  Man  would  be  sent.**  I  never  refused  one 
in  any  fit  Case. 

When  you  said  to  Mr.  Ruddock  you  supposed  he  would  attend  her   you 
supposed  the  Board  would  give  his  Services  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Bettv  Cummings  ? 
Yes. 

She  was  a  Pauper  and  had  Medical  Assistance,  had  not  she  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  give  Notice  to  the  Medical  OflScer  to  discontinue  his  Attendance  on 
Betty  Cummings  ? 
Yes. 

Why  did  you  do  that? 

Because  this  Woman  is  a  Woman  of  most  reprobate  Character ;  a  very  bad 
Character.  At  that  Time  she  had  had  Two  Bastards,  and  she  is  a  Woman  that 
has  been  hanging  on  the  Parish  for  Six  or  Seven  Years.     The  Guardian  of  the 
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Parish,  and  many  others,  who  knew  her  well,  had  been  speaking  to  me  about    jj^y..  j,  j,  mues. 
her,  that  she  was  imposing,  and  that  she  ought  not  to  be  attended  by  the  Medical  ' 

Officer.  I  saw  Mr.  Ruddock  in  the  Street ;  I  said,  "  I  should  think  you  may 
discontinue  attending  her,  for  I  am  told  that  she  does  not  need  if  He  said, 
**  I  think  that  I  know  best  about  that}''  and  he  continued  to  attend  her  about 
Three  Weeks  after  that. 

Did  Mr.  Ruddock  attend  Betty  Cummins  at  the  Time  he  contracted  to 
attend  the  Poor,  for  Three  Weeks  from  24th  June  1836  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  contract  again  for  the  next  Year  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

Did  he  continue  to  attend  her  after  he  had  contracted  again  ? 
I  cannot  answer  that  Question. 

Had  he  attended  her  for  some  Time  before  the  First  Contract  expired  ? 
I  cannot  say ;  I  know  he  had  attended  her  previously. 

You  reftised  Medical  Relief  afterwards  to  Three  or  Four  Persons  j  One  of  them 
was  Charles  Coles  ? 

Yes. 

Charles  Coles  had  a  Child  ill  ? 

Yes.  He  came  to  me  one  Evening,  when  it  was  very  late,  between  Nine  and 
Ten  o'clock,  in  the  Summer  Days,  and  asked  me  to  give  him  an  Order  for  a 
Child  who  was  iU.  I  said,  "  What  is  the  Matter  with  your  Child,  Charles  ?  " 
he  said,  ^^  I  do  not  know  ;  it  is  bad."  I  began  to  say,  ^^  Perhaps  it  will  do  in 
the  Morning.'*  He  began  to  talk  very  roughly  to  me,  and  told  me  his  Master 
liad  sent  him  to  me  ;  and  if  I  did  not  give  him  an  Order  he  would  report  me 
to  the  Commissioners. 

Who  is  the  Master  ? 

Mr.  King,  a  Partner  with  Mr.  Ruddock ;  he  takes  care  of  his  Horse,  and 
does  any  thing  out  of  Doors  for  him.  I  told  him  that  perhaps  there  would  be  no 
Hurry  till  the  Morning  j  but  he  began  to  talk  very  loudly  to  me.  But  the  next 
Day  the  Child  was  running  about  the  Streets,  as  I  heard,  and  he  never  came 
again. 

Do  you  know  how  long  Mr.  Ruddock  continued  to  attend  Betty  Cummings  ? 

No. 

Do  you  know  whether  he  continued  to  attend  her  after  the  Three  Weeks 
were  over  ?  # 

I  cannot  telL 

Would  it  be  in  his  Book  ? 

I  do  not  know  j  but  I  know  his  Attendance  during  the  Three  Weeks  was 
very  frequent 

Would  his  Attendance  after  that  be  in  his  Book  ? 

Yes. 

Then  if  it  is  not  in  his  Book  he  did  not  attend  her  afterward  ? 
No- 
How  came  vou  to  put  off  Coles  when  he  came  for  Medical  Relief? 
I  thought  if  there  was  any  thing  very  particular  in  a  Hurry  about  the  Cluld 

his  Master  would  give  him  sometUng  for  the  Night  till  the  next  Morning ;  but 

he  began  to  be  very  violent  with  me,  and  went  away. 

The  Child  was  dead  the  next  Day,  was  not  it  ? 

No ;  it  was  playing  about  the  Streets  the  next  Day,  as  I  was  informed* 

Was  Coles  a  Pauper? 
No,  he  was  not. 

He  was  at  Work  for  Mr.  King,  the  Surgeon  ? 

Yes. 
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Mr.J^F.fVaUu.       What  were  Ws  Wages  ? 
«  &•  or  9*.  a  Week ;  and  his  Wife  is  a  Washerwoman. 

What  Family  had  he? 

He  had  Three  Children  j  his  eldest  JBoy  was  at  Work. 

Had  he  ever  had  Medical  Relief  from  the  Parish  ? 

He  had  had  some  Time  previous,  when  he  had  an  Accident  j  his  Arm  was 
hurt. 

What  do  you  reckon  his  Wife's  Earnings  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Washerwomen  earn  a  good  deal  if  they  have  much  Emplo3rment  ? 
Yes,  in  some  Places.    She  takes  in  Washing. 

Has  she  a  Mangle  ? 
I  think  not. 

What  are  the  Bo/s  Wages  ? 
I  suppose  not  much. 

Half  a  Crown? 

No,  not  so  much.    I  should  think  he  is  not  above  Ten  Years  old. 

Eighteen-pence  ? 
Quite  as  much  as  that. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Ruddock  applying  to  you  on  the  14th  of  June  for 
some  Orders  for  Medical  Attendance  on  several  Persons  ? 
Yes ;  he  brought  a  List  in  his  Hand. 

What  did  you  say  to  that? 

He  came  to  me  on  Saturday  Morning,  and  said  he  had  got  a  List  of  some 
Names,  and  requested  I  would  give  an  Order  for  him  to  attend  them.  I  looked 
over  the  List,  and  I  answered  there  were  some  that  I  should  hesitate  about.  I  said 
"  Perhaps  there  is  no  Hurry  for  Half  an  Hour.**  He  said,  "  I  wish  you  would 
give  me  those  Orders  as  speedily  as  you  can ;  I  want  to  go  away.*^  I  only 
wished  to  have  some  Conversation  with  Mr.  Poole,  an  ex-ofiBcio  Guardian* 
who  attended  the  Board  Meetings,  to  know  what  I  was  to  do  in  giving  Orders. 
Mr.  King  or  Mr.  Ruddock  saw  ine  going  by  the  House,  and  called  me  back. 
When  I  came  back  Mr.  Ruddock  asked  me  if  I  had  got  those  Orders  for  him. 
I  told  him.  No,  I  had  not ;  I  said  that  he  should  have  them  by-and-by. 
Mr.  King  asked  me  where  I  was  going :  "  Are  you  going  to  Poole's  ?** —  he  lived 
a  little  below.  I  said  I  was.  He  said,  "  I  do  not  carp  what  Mr.  Poole  says  about 
it }  he  has  no  right  to  interfere  with  you  j  use  your  own  Discretion/'  Some  other 
few  Words  passed,  and  I  left  his  House,  and  went  down  and  found  Mr.  Poole 
engaged,  and  returned  home  again.  Mr.  Ruddock  saw  me  at  my  Door,  and 
called  across  the  Street,  and  said,  "  If  you  do  not  give  me  those  Orders  I  shall 
report  you."  I  saW,  "  I  will  ^ve  you  Orders  for  Three  or  Four  of  those  Paupers ; 
the  others,  I  think,  I  shall  not  give  you  the  Orders  for  till  they  apply  to  me 
and  I  see  them,  and  if  I  consider  that  they  want  an  Order  I  will  give  them 
one."  I  gave  him  the  Orders  for  iThree  or  Four  then,  and  the  others  Two  or 
Three  Days  afterwards. 

Was  Mr.  Ruddock  in  the  habit,  before  those  Three  Weeks,  of  bringing  you 
a  List  of  Paupers  to  be  attended  ? 
Never. 

Has  he  done  it  since  ? 
No. 

How  long  were  those  People  kept  waiting  for  the  Orders  ? 

I  gave  Orders  for  some  who  I  knew  were  ill  immediately ;  the  others  that  I 
did  not 'consider  wanted  immediate  Attendance  I  gave  them  in  the  Course  of 
that  Day  and  the  following  Day  j  I  do  not  think  it  went  fiirllier  than  that. 

Can  you  state  positively  that  it  did  not  go  fiirther  than  the  Second  Day  before 
you  gave  the  Oraers  ? 

I  think  it  did  not  go  beyond  the  Thhrd  Day  in  any  Case. 
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Can  you  state  positively  that  it  did  not  go  beyond  the  Third  Day  ?                    Mr.  j.  f.  H'aUes. 
The  Book  will  tell  J  I  think  it  did  not.  

What  are  their  Names  ? 
George  Weare  was  one. 

Why  did  you  delay  giving  Orders  for  Two  Days  ? 
Because  those  People  were  not  very  ilL 

You  were  told  by  the  Medical  Men  they  were  ill,  were  you  not  ? 
He  merely  gave  me  a  last  of  Six  or  Seven. 

You  knew  yourself  that  they  were  ill  ? 
Some  of  them. 

Did  you  know  at  all  the  Nature  of  their  Disorder? 

No,  I  cannot  say  that  I  did.  There  were  Two  or  Three  that  I  found  in  the 
List  liiat  I  knew  were  very  iU,  and  I  did  not  hesitate  to  give  him  an  Order. 

Which  were  those  ? 

Davis  and  Hannah  Sweet,  and  I  think  John  Trickey.  The  others  I  waited 
till  they  made  Application  themselves. 

They  had  never  applied  to  you  ? 

No ;  this  was  the  Day  after  the  Interview  between  the  Board  of  Guardians 
and  the  Doctors. 

Was  not  your  Reason  for  declining  to  rive  Orders  that  there  was  no  Agree- 
ment at  the  Time  between  the  Board  and  the  Doctors? 
Certainly,  I  considered  that  was  a  good  Reason. 

Was  not  that  your  only  Reason  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  rather  considered  that  they  were  bound  to  apply  to  me  for  the 
Order.    The  Medical  Men  were  under  quite  a  new  Contract  with  the  Board. 

You  thought  it  would  be  a  Check  upon  the  Medical  Persons  if  you  refiised 
to  give  the  brders  till  the  Paupers  applied  ? 

It  was  my  Duty  to  give  Orders  when  the  Paupers  applied ;  not  to  give  them 
to  the  Medical  Men. 

Those  Paupers  had  not  applied  ? 

Not  One  of  those  to  whom  I  gave  the  Orders. 

Nor  any  one  on  their  Behalf? 

No ;  that  was  the  List  brought  by  the  Medical  Officer  to  me. 

It  was  a  Matter  of  Duty  in  you  not  to  give  an  unnecessary  Order  ? 
Yes. 

That  was  a  Check  on  the  Bills  they  were  to  make  during  that  Tune  ? 

If  the  Medical  Officer  had  been  allowed  to  bring  me  a  List  of  Six  otbeven 
Persons  every  Day,  without  AppUcation  from  the  Paupers,  they  would  have 
got  a  long  Bill. 

A  Medical  Man  of  any  Character  would  not  do  that,  would  he  ? 
I  never  knew  him  do  it  before. 

The  usual  Course  is  for  the  Pauper  to  apply  ? 
Yes. 

Did  any  iniurious  Consequences  result  from  those  Persons  not  being  imme- 
diatdy  attended  ? 
No. 

In  the  previous  Year  the  Medical  Officers  had  been  paid  by  Salary  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  had  they  been  paid  by  Bills  ? 
Three  Weeks. 
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When  the  Medical  Offlcers  were  paid  by  Salary  were  they  at  that  Tune  in 
the  habit  of  waiting  till  the  poor  People  applied  themselves,  or  did  you  allow 
the  Medical  Officer  to  go  upon  his  own  Appucation  ? 

The  Course  was  quite  otherwise ;  they  always  made  Application,  and  he  was 
very  cautious  not  to  attend  any  one  without  an  Order.  1  do  not  know  that  he 
has  attended  Five  Cases  witliout  an  Order  first  from  me  or  some  competent 
Person,  during  that  Time. 

In  the  former  Year  he  had  never  attended  any  Case  without  the  Pauper 
applying  to  you,  though  he  was  paid  by  Salary  ? 

1  cannot  say  any  Case,  there  may  have  been  a  Case  where  he  went  without 
an  Order  from  me ;  but  he  makes  it  a  Rule  always  to  wait  for  his  Order,  and 
he  is  very  particular  with  the  Pauper ;  he  will  not  attend  without  an  Order 
from  me  or  some  competent  Person. 

Did  he  ever  get  an  Order  from  the  Overseer  ? 
Sometimes  when  I  was  out  of  the  Way. 

Did  he  attend  to  that? 

Yes. 

Are  the  Overseers  in  your  District  aware  that  they  have  a  Right  to  give 
Orders  ? 
Yes. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Mrs,  Mary  fVaites, 


Mrs.  MARY  WAITES  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows  : 

YOU  are  the  Wife  of  Mr.  Waites,  the  Relieving  Officer? 
I  am. 

Do  you  r/emember  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Mary  Date  coming  to  you  about 
Charlotte  Allen  on  the  30th  of  June  1837? 
Yes. 

What  did  she  say  to  you  ? 

She  came  and  said  that  Charlotte  Allen  was  in  Labour,  and  wished  to  know 
whom  she  was  to  have  as  Midwife,  and  I  told  her  she  was  to  have  Kitty  Walker. 
She  said  that  Charlotte  Allen  wished  very  much  she  could  be  allowed  Kitty 
Walker  ;  I  told  her  she  certainly  should  be  allowed  her. 

She  did  not  express  any  Wish  to  be  attended  by  a  Doctor  ? 
No  ;  she  particularly  wished  to  have  Kitty  Walker. 

You  are  sure  that  she  did  not  ask  for  an  Order  to  have  a  Doctor  ? 

No  ;  for  the  Person  who  came  particularly  said  it  was  her  Wish  to  have 
Kitty  Walker.  She  went  away  and  sent  for  the  Midwife,  which  was  the  Sister 
to  Mary  Date.  She  came  back  again  in  about  Half  an  Hour,  and  wished  to 
know  who  was  to  pay  Kitty  Walker,  as  nothing  was  said  about  that ;  I  told  her 
my  Husband  would  certainly  see  her  paid. 

You  heard  of  her  Delivery  on  the  1st  of  July,  the  Saturday  ? 
Yes. 

Did  they  tell  you  that  she  had  done  well  during  her  Time  ? 

I  begged  at  the  same  Time  that  she  would  come  in  the  course  of  the 
Afternoon  and  let  me  know  how  she  was  going  on  ;  I  also  begged  that  Kitty 
Walker  would  not  leave  her.  Her  Sister  told  me  that  she  certainly  should  not 
leave  her ;  and  I  begged  her  to  let  me  know  how  she  went  on.  About  Seven  o'Clock 
she  told  me  that  she  was  going  on  very  well,  but  not  then  confined.  On  the 
Saturday  Morning  she  came  about  Ten  o*Clock — my  Husband  happened  at  the 
Time  tp  be  in  the  House  ;  she  said  she  was  confined  about  Eleven  the  Night 
before,  and  was  doing  quite  well. 

She  did  not  tell  you  there  was  any  thing  particular  in  the  Circumstance  of 
her  Delivery  ? 

No.  My  Husband  only  sent  Mary  Date  back  with  the  Groats.  We  heard 
nothing  more  till  Monday  j  then  there  was  a  Woman  named  Betty  WooUey  went 
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up  to  get  Charlotte  Allen's  1*.  6rf.  and  a  Loaf,  said  something  to  my  Husband  Mrs.  Mary  H'aites. 

about  some  Pain  she  had,  and  that  she  thought  that  she  had  better  have  a       -" 

Doctor ;  and  my  Husband  desired  her  to  call  on  me,  saying  he  should  like  that 

I  should  go  and  see  her*    This  Woman  came  up  from   the  Church,  and 

b^;ged  that  I  would  come  and  see  her  some  Time  in  the  Day ;  and  I  said 

I  would  any  Time  in  the  Day  if  she  was  poorly ;  and  she  complained  that 

she  had  been  in  Pain  sometimes. 

At  what  Time  of  the  Day  did  she  call  ? 

I  should  think  about  Eleven  o'Clock ;  it  was  after  my  Husband  was  giving 
out  the  Bread.  I  was  at  Dinner  before  I  went  up,  when  Kitty  Walker  came 
up  and  said  there  was  nothing  the  matter ;  that  she  had  been  to  see  the  Woman ; 
that  she  only  wanted  some  Castor  Oil.  She  said  she  did  not  know  whether  she 
must  get  it  herself,  or  whether  my  Husband  would  allow  it  I  said,  "  I  have  no 
Doubt  he  would  allow  it."  He  sent  my  Daughter  for  it ;  and  we  heard  after- 
wards that  the  Oil  had  had  its  desired  Effect,  and  she  was  very  well. 

Was  any  thing  said  about  any  thing  particular  having  happened  in  her 
Delivery? 

No.  Kitty  Walker  made  an  Observation,  "  Until  she  has  as  many  Children 
as  you  and  me  she  will  know  no  better  j  **  that  she  was  very  tedious,  but  she 
thought  there  was  nothing  particular  the  matter.  We  heard  nothing  more — 
only  sent  her  Biscuits  on  Tuesday — till  Wednesday  Evening ;  then  the  Midwife 
Woman  came  and  said  that  Charlotte  was  still  complaining,  and  she  thought, 
for  the  Satis^tion  of  Charlotte  Allen,  she  should  like  that  I  should  go  and  see 
her  i  and  I  went  with  her  and  examined  her  Person  well,  and  could  find  nothing 
about  her  wrong,  except  that  she  was  weak.  I  said,  "  You  would  like  for  the 
Doctor,  Charlotte  ?**  she  said.  Yes,  she  should,  for  Satis&ction. 

There  was  nothing  particular  in  her  Appearance  ? 

No.  When  I  came  back  I  said  I  did  not  like  to  deny  the  Doctor  for  Fear 
of  what  People  would  say ;  but  she  appeared  as  comfortable  as  any  Woman 
could  be. 

Was  she  out  of  Bed  ? 

She  had  been  out  of  Bed ;  on  the  Sunday  she  went  out  and  in  again,  not  to 
stay.  I  said,  "  You  would  like  to  have  the  Doctor, Charlotte?'*  She  said  she 
should,  for  liiere  was  Pain  sometimes ;  and  she  thought  there  was  something 
that  was  not  right ;  that  she  was  in  Pain  now  and  then. 

You  could  see  nothing  ? 

No }  I  inquired  into  every  Particular. 

You  have  had  several  Children  ? 

I  have  had  Ten  Children  j  I  had  Six  of  them  with  a  Midwife,  and  Four 
with  a  Doctor.    There  is  not  a  Doctor  for  One  Woman  out  of  Twenty. 

Your  Husband  did  ^ve  an  Order  for  Mr.  Ruddock  to  attend  ? 

He  did.  The  Midwife  came  from  Charlotte  Allen's  House  for  an  Order,  and 
went  from  our  House  to  the  Doctor ;  he  did  not  hesitate  a  Moment ;  we  thought 
there  would  be  some  People  perhaps  who  would  say  she  ou^ht  to  have  a  Doctor. 
We  heard  she  was  lying  in  very  comfortably.  I  did  not  think  any  thing  of  her 
being  in  Pain  sometimes. 

You  heard  afterwards  that  there  was  something  particular  ? 

Not  very  particular  j  the  Doctor  made  a  great  deal  of  it  when  he  came. 

Did  he  say  that  there  was  any  thin^  wrong  when  he  came  ? 

He  said  it  was  ChUd-bed  Fever.  I  never  was  more  surprised  in  my  Life,  for 
I  had  inquired  into  every  Particular,  and  she  was  looking  very  comfortable,  and 
had  as  beautiful  a  Breast  of  Milk  as  I  ever  saw. 

Did  the  Doctor  examine  her  when  you  were  there  ? 

No,  not  when  I  was  there.  I  examined  with  the  Midwife,  I  saw  her  once 
afterwards. 

When  was  that? 

On  the  Thursday  I  went  up- 
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Mrs.  Mary  Waiies,       Do  you  know  whetha:  the  Medical  Man  had  examuied  her  that  Time  ? 
■  He  did  not  examine  her  the  same  Night   She  told  him  she  should  wish  that 

he  should  examine  her.  He  was  going  out  of  the  Room,  and  told  her  he  would 
send  her  something  j  she  said,  "  I  wantvou  to  examine  me/*  Charlotte  Allen  told 
him  she  felt  an  Uneasiness ;  he  said,  "  Oh,  the  Morning  would  do  for  that  j'*  and 
the  next  Morning  I  heard  that  he  did. 

Did  she  complain  of  a  bearing  down  ? 

There  was  nothing  to  be  seen  ;  but  I  believe  she  did  j  she  felt  in  Pahu 

Did  she  tell  you  that  she  had  felt  that  ? 
She  said  she  felt  an  Uneasiness  in  that  Part. 

Is  that  common  with  Persons  in  that  Situation  ? 

It  was  not  a  constant  Pain,  only  at  Times  j  it  is  certainly  common  for  some 
Days  }  and  I  found  she  could  make  Water  and  every  thing.  1  could  not  see  that 
there  was  any  thing  unfavourable  about  her. 

Did  you  ever  examine  her  Person  afterwards  ? 
No,  1  did  not.  # 

You  were  not  present  when  the  Surgeon  examined  her  ? 

No. 

When  did  you  first  hear  there  was  something  wrong  ? 
Only  on  that  Night  when  she  complained. 

You  did  not  hear  any  thing  afterwards  ? 

No  ;  only  that  I  have  heard  since  it  was  supposed  to  be  something  from  the 
Bladder ;  some  trifling  thing. 

Is  Kitty  Walker  a  Woman  of  Experience. 

Yes  ;  she  had  put  to  Bed  about  Fifty,  I  think,  before  Charlotte  Allen. 

When  you  were  confined  yourself  had  you  this  Woman  to  attend  you? 
No,  I  never  had  this  Woman.   I  had  her  Mother  for  Six ;  she  was  an  extra- 
ordinary Woman.     I  have  had  a  Medical  Man  for  the  last  Four. 

You  were  delivered  by  a  Woman  of  the  first  Six,  and  by  a  Man  of  Four  ? 
Yes. 

Was  Kitty  Walker  anxious  that  a  Doctor  should  come  to  Charlotte  Allen  on 
the  Wednesday  ? 

Yes  J  for  her  Satisfitction,  as  Charlotte  kept  complaining  she  thought  she  had 
better. 

Did  she  think  herself  there  was  any  Necessity  for  it  ? 

She  did  not  herself  think  there  was  any  thing  particular  j  she  could  not  tell 
what  she  complained  of ;  she  had  examined  herself,  and  could  not  see  any 
thing. 

Did  not  the  Medical  Man  discover  that  there  was  something  wrong  the  Moment 
he  came  to  her  ? 
I  believe  the  next  Morning  he  did. 

Did  Kitty  Walker  think  she  had  any  Child-bed  Fever  ? 

No ;  I  believe  every  one  was  surprised  to  hear  that.  She  had  no  more  Fever 
about  her  than  any  Woman  I  ever  saw  j  she  looked  quite  White,  and  had  a 
beautiful  Breast  of  Milk. 

Did  you  never  see  her  with  any  Fever  ? 
No,  not  at  any  Time  that  I  saw  her. 

When  did  you  see  her  last  ? 

The  Thursday ;  she  was  brought  to  Bed  the  Friday  before. 

She  had  no  Fever  then  ? 
No. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
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KITTY  WALKER  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  Mows :  ^^^^^  ^^^^^^ 

YOU  live  at  Nether  Stowey  ? 
Yes. 

You  practise  as  a  Midwife  ? 
Yes. 

How  lon^  have  you  practised  as  a  Midwife  ? 
About  Nme  or  Ten  Years. 

Was  your  Mother  a  Midwife  also  ? 
Yes. 

What  Knowledge  you  have  in  the  Matter  you  have  acquired   from  your 
Mother  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  studied  at  all  imder  any  Medical  Person  ? 
No. 

How  many  Women  have  vou  delivered  in  the  last  Five  or  Six  Years  ? 
I  think  it  is  Sixty  up  to  this  Time. 

Were  there  any  Cases  of  bad  Labour  among  those  Perstfns  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  had  any  Accident  happen  ? 
No,  except  this  Charlotte  Allen. 

The  others  have  all  done  well  ? 
Very  well. 

Do  you  remember  being  called  to  attend  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
Yes. 

When  was  that  ? 

The  30th  of  last  June,  on  Friday. 

You  did  attend  her? 
Yes. 

Was  she  a  long  Time  in  Labour  ? 

No;    I  was  called  about  Two  in   the  Day,  and  she  was    confined  about 
Eleven  at  Night. 

Did  you  remain  with  her  afterwards  ? 
Two  or  Three  Hours. 

Was  there  any  thing  very  difficult  in  the  Labour  ? 
Nothing  at  all  J  a  very  mvourable  Labour. 

Did  the  Child  come  quite  weU  ? 
Yes. 

Had  you  any  occasion  to  use  any  Force  ? 
No ;  I  called  it  a  natural  good  Labour. 

Any  Instrument  ? 
No,  none  at  all. 

You  do  not  make  use  of  Instruments,  probably  ? 

Oh  no  J  when  Instruments  are  wanted  I  send  for  a  Medical  Man. 

You  left  her  Two  or  Three  Hours  afterwards  ? 
Yes. 

Who  was  attending  upon  her? 
The  Nurse,  Mary  Date. 

That  is  your  Sister  ? 
Yes. 
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Kitty  fVaiker.         Did  you  Call  upon  her  on  the  Saturday  ? 
Yes. 

That  was  the  following  Day? 
Yes. 

Was  she  then  well  ? 

She  was  very  comfortable,  and  had  passed  a  very  comfortable  Night* 

Did  she  complain  of  any  Pain  ? 

No }  she  was  sitting  right  up,  taking  her  Break&st 

Did  you  understand  she  had  been  up  ? 
No,  not  that  Day ;  not  till  the  Sunday. 

Early  on  the  Sunday  Morning  did  Mary  Date  call  upon  you  ? 
On  the  Sunday  Morning. 

What  did  she  say  to  you  ? 

She  said  that  Charlotte  Allen  complained  of  a  Bowel  Complaint. 

You  went  down  to  her  ? 

Yes ;  she  complained  of  a  Bowel  Complaint. 

That  is  to  say,  a  Pain  in  the  Bowels  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  you  do  ? 

I  fomented  her  with  Flannel  and  warm  Water ;  she  was  quite  comfortable 
after  the  Bathing.    I  staid  with  her  Two  or  Three  Hours. 

You  gave  her  some  opening  Medicine  ? 
Some  Senna  Tea. 

Did  you  examine  her  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  any  thing  to  be  seen  ? 

No ;  every  thmg  was  right  and  proper. 

You  are  sure  there  was  no  Symptom  of  any  thing  wrong  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  did  you  remain  with  her  ? 

Two  or  Three  Hours,  till  I  left  her  quite  comfortable,  and  desired  her  \x} 
take  care  of  herself,  and  not  to  take  any  Cold. 

Did  you  charge  her  not  to  get  up  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  hear  that  she  had  been  up  in  the  meantime  ? 
I  found  her  up  myself  on  the  Monday  ;  but  she  had  been  up  on  the  Saturday, 
I  told  her  it  was  a  Matter  of  great  Consequence. 

You  called  upon  her  again  the  same  Morning  ? 
Yes,  I  did. 

How  was  she  then  ? 
She  was  better. 

Did  you  give  her  some  Medicine  ? 

Some  more  Senna  Tea,  because  the  first  did  not  have  its  EflFect. 

When  did  you  see  her  again  after  that  ? 
The  Monday. 

At  what  Time  ? 

Nearly  the  Middle  of  the  Day. 

What  did  you  do  on  that  Occasion  ? 

She  complained  of  being  in  Pain ;  and  I  asked  her  if  she  had  taken  Cold ;  and 
my  Sister  told  me  she  had  found  her  out  of  Bed.  I  thou^t  it  very  improper 
for  her  to  be  out  of  Bed,  and  I  applied  to  the  Relieving  Officer's  Wife  to  send 
hei;  other  opening  Medicine,  for  the  Senna  Tea  did  not  take  effect ;  and  when 
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I  came  back  and  found  her  out  of  Bed  I  UM  her  it  was  very  improper ;  that  I     KiHy  fVaiktn 
considered  she  had  brought  this  Sickness  upon  her  own  self,  ■ 

She  took  some  Castor  Oil  ? 

Yes,  and  that  operated ;  the  next  Morning  I  called  again ;  she  was  easier  and 
better. 

When  did  she  complain  of  bemg  worse*  again  ? 
On  the  Wednesday. 

What  did  she  complain  of? 

She  complained  oi  Fain  in  her  Bowels  sometimes. 

When  you  say  a  Pain  in  her  Bowels,  you  mean  a  Pain  any  where  about  that 
Region,  which  would  have  the  Appearance,  to  a  Person  who  did  not  know,  of  a 
Pain  in  her  Bowels  ? 

She  did  not  complain  of  any  thmg  particular  except  her  Bowels  ;  no  lower 
down. 

Did  you  know  Charlotte  Allen  before  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  know  her  when  she  was  attended  by  Mr.  Ruddock  during  her 
Confinement  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Nature  of  her  Complamt  ? 
A  Liver  Complaint. 

Being  bound  in  her  Bowels  ? 
Yes. 

You  thought  it  was  a  Continuation  of  the  same  Thing  ? 
Yes,  I  dicf. 

When  did  you  apply  to  Mr.  Waites  to  send  a  Doctor  to  her  ? 
On  the  Wednesday  Evening. 

Why  did  you  apply  for  the  Doctor  ? 

Because  it  was  Charlotte  Allen's  particular  Wish  for  Mr.  Ruddock  to 
attend  her. 

For  the  Complaint  she  made  of  the  Pain  in  her  Bowels  you  wished  it  ? 
Yes  J  I  thought  it  would  be  greater  Satis&ction  to  me. 

Did  you  examine  her  that  Evening  ? 
Yes,  in  the  Presence  of  Mrs.  Waites. 

You  were  satisfied  there  was  nothing  wrong  then  ? 
Yes  J  every  thing  was  right  and  proper. 

Did  she  complain  of  a  bearing  down  ? 

No  ;  and  if  there  was  such  a  Thing  it  must  have  been  seen. 

When  did  Mr,  Ruddock  come  ? 

That  same  Evening ;  I  waited  for  an  Order,  and  fetched  him  myself. 

When  he  came  did  he  inquire  into  all  Particulars  ? 

Yes  ;  and  he  ordered  warm  Water  and  Flannel  to  foment  her  Bowels,  just  as 
I  had  directed  before. 

He  did  not  examine  her  personally  ? 
No,  he  did  not. 

Did  you  ask  him  to  do  so  ? 
Yes,  I  did. 

What  did  he  say  ? 

He  said  nothing  particular. 


At  what  Hour  did  he  come  ? 
About  Six. 
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Kiuy  Walker.  There  was  Light  enough  then  to  examine  her  ? 

•*~— ■~~"  Yes,  there  was. 

Did  she  wish  him  to  examine  her  Person  at  this  Time  ? 
Yes ;  she  had  a  Desire,  and  did  ask  him  after  I  proposed  it 

Did  he  say  that  Evening  what  was  the  Matter  with  her  ? 
No. 

Did  he  tell  you? 
No. 

Did  he  say  she  had  any  Fever  ? 
No. 

You  asked  Mr.  Ruddock  the  next  Morning  what  was  the  matter  with  her  ? 
Yes.    He  said  there  was  no  Fault  whatever  of  mine. 

Did  he  tell  you  what  it  was  ? 
No,  he  did  not  to  me. 

The  next  Day,  the  Friday,  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Ruddock  both  came  ? 

Yes.  I  saw  them  both  after  they  saw  Charlotte  Allen.  I  asked  Mr.  King 
what  he  thought  was  the  matter ;  he  said,  "  No  Fault  of  yours,  Kitty  Walker  ;*^ 
that  had  he  or  Mr.  King  attended  the  Labour  the  same  Circumstance  might 
have  happened  to  him,  and  it  had  happened  to  them. 

Did  he  say  what  that  Circumstance  was  ? 
No. 

Did  he  examine  her  ? 

Yes ;  they  had  examined  her  that  Morning. 

Did  they  examine  her  again  the  next  Day  ? 
Yes. 

When  did  you  first  hear  that  Charlotte  Allen  was  suffering  from  coming  down 
of  the  Womb? 
On  the  Friday. 

Had  you  an  Opportunity  of  examining  her  after  that? 
Yes,  I  had. 

Was  there  an  Appearance  then  of  the  coming  down  of  the  Womb  ? 
No,  there  was  not.     There  was  a  Swelling  of  the  Bowels,  but  nothing  to  be 
een  whatever. 

Was  it  different  from  what  it  had  been  when  Mrs.  Waites  and  you  examined 
her? 

Yes ;  there  was  a  Swelling  of  the  Bowels,  which  I  had  not  seen  there  before  j 
but  as  to  any  thing  coming  down,  or  different,  there  was  not  any  thing. 

Did  she  complain  of  great  Pain  in  those  Parts? 
Sometimes  she  did,  and  sometimes  she  felt  easy. 

Had  she  the  usual  Comforts  Women  have  under  those  Circumstances  ? 

A  great  deal  more  than  I  have  seen  in  many  Cases.  I  never  saw  any  thin^ 
wanting :  there  was  Arrow  Root,  and  Sago,  and  Sugar,  and  Meat,  and  every 
Comfort. 

Have  you  seen  her  since  that  Time  at  all  ? 
Yes,  a  great  many  Times. 

How  is  she  now  ? 

Better,  a  great  deal ;  she  has  been  better  ever  since  she  left  Stowey,  that  she 
has  been  out  of  the  Care  of  Mr.  Ruddock. 

Did  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Ruddock  both  tell  you  the  same  Thing? 
Yes,  they  did. 

Did 
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Did  they  afterwards  teU  you  separately  ?  ^,,    ^^^^^, 

Yes,  they  did.  ^ 

What  did  you  say  to  them  when  they  told  you  this  ? 

I  asked  Mr.  King  what  it  proceeded  from ;  and  he  said  these  Circumstances 
would  happen,  and  did  frequently  happen,  and  might  have  happened  after  them, 
and  had  happened  after  them  and  other  Surgeons  too. 

Were  you  surprised  when  they  told  you  this  ? 

Yes,  for  I  never  saw  such  a  Thing  as  that;  I  have  never  seen  such  a 
Thing,  and  I  have  examined  her  at  different  Times,  and  in  the  Presence  of 
Mrs.  Waites. 

Did  you  tell  htm  you  were  surprised  they  should  say  this  ? 
Yes. 

Had  you  much  Talk  with  them  ? 
Yes,  1  had,  several  Times. 

You  say  she  is  now  much  better  ? 

Yes ;  and  as  well  as  she  has  been  for  these  Five  or  Six  Years. 

Is  there  any  Appearance  at  all  of  what  they  conceived  was  the  Matter  with 
her? 
No  ;  there  never  was  any  Appearance  of  such  a  Thmg  at  all. 

Have  you  ever  seen  such  a  Thing  ? 
Yes,  I  h^ve. 

There  was  no  such  Appearance  about  her  ? 
No. 

You  examined  her  before  Mr. Ruddock  and  Mr. King  saw  her? 
Yes. 

You  have  examined  her  since  ? 

Yes ;  and  Doctor  Ward  from  Bridgwater  has  examined  her,  and  he  says 
there  is  no  Injury  whatever  from  her  Confinement 

Doctor  Ward  told  you  so  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

When  was  that  ? 

I  think  about  a  Month  before  she  was  moved  to  the  House  at  Bridgwater. 

Was  not  it  before  she  went  away  to  her  Friends  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  frequently  call  upon  her  before  she  went  away  from  Stowey,  when 
she  was  under  Mr.  Ivuddock's  Care  ? 
Yes  ;  then  I  saw  her  every  Day  almost. 

Did  you  ever  find  any  thing  unpleasant  or  offensive  ? 

No ;  I  have  seen  her  Linen,  and  it  was  quite  sweet  and  wholesome ; 
and  with  any  Laceration  whatever  that  did  not  appear  at  all  likely. 

Has  Mr.  Ruddock  been  the  Parish  Doctor  long  ? 
No,  he  has  not. 

Did  Doctor  Ward  tell  you  she  was  now  perfectly  well  ? 
He  told  me  she  was  perfectly  well  from  her  Confinement ;  and  he  said  if  she 
had  been  under  his  Care  she  should  have  been  well  long  before. 

That  he  told  you  at  the  Time  ? 
Yes. 

When  did  Mr. Ward  tell  you? 
The  Time  he  examined  her. 
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KUtj/  Walker.         That  "was  before  she  went  away  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  seen  her  smce  she  has  been  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

No. 

You  have  not  seen  her  since  she  came  back  from  over  the  Hills  ? 

No. 

Did  you  see  her  examined  by  Mr.  Standert? 

No.  ^  '  • 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Standert  ? 
No,  I  do  not 

He  came  with  Mr.  King  ? 

I  did  i\ot  see  him.     I  have  attended  with  Mr.  King  at  difficult  Labours  to 
assist  him  instead  of  the  Doctor. 

What  Mr.  King? 
Mr.  King  of  Stowey. 

Is  the  Child  living? 
Yes. 

Did  she  suckle  the  Child  during  her  Illness  ? 
Yes,  and  had  plenty  of  Milk. 

Has  she  always  continued  to  suckle  the  Child  ? 
Yes. 

Can  a  Woman  in  Childbed  Fever  suckle  a  Child  ? 
Oh  dear  no* 

Is  it  a  fine  Child? 
A  very  fine  Child. 

And  she  has  been  a  good  Nurse  to  it? 
Yes. 

Has  the  Child  grown  ? 
Yes,  a  very  fine  Baby. 

Did  you  see  her  shortly  before  she  went  over  the  Hills  ? 
Yes ;  she  got  up  at  Four  o*Clock  in  the  Morning  herself  to  get  ready  to  go 
in  the  Cart. 

The  Child  has  never  been  brought  up  by  Hand  ? 
No,  not  at  all. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  J.  Newman.  Mr.  JAMES  NEWMAN  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows : 

YOU  are  the  Relieving  Officer  of  the  First  District  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  being  applied  to  by  the  Wife  of  John  Cook  on  the  14th 
of  July  1837? 
Yes. 

She  wanted  a  Medical  Officer  to  attend  her  Child  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  give  her  an  Order  ? 

I  did  not  on  her  first  Application. 

Why  did  you  not  ? 

The  first  Keason  was  that  I  thought  the  Husband  ought  to  find  Medical 
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Relief  for  his  Child ;  that  being  a  Tradesman,  it  was  his  Place ;  and  I  was  under    Mr.  j.  Netoman. 
some  Difficulty  as  no  Surgeon  was  appointed  for  that  District.  — ' 

What  do  you  mean  by  a  Tradefflnan  ? 
A  Shoemaker. 

You  mean  that  he  ought  to  be  able  to  afford  it  himself? 
Yes. 

You  mean  by  a  Tradesman  a  Mechanic  ? ' 
Yes. 

Did  you  inquire  at  all  into  the  Man's  Circumstances  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  learn  what  he  earned  ? 

His  general  Earnings  were  about  IQs.  a  Week  himself,  and  he  had  a  Boy 
worked  at  the  Trade,  and  he  got  about  3^.  a  Week,  and  the  Wife  herself  was 
a  Charwoman,  and  sometimes  earned  a  Shilling  or  Two  a  Week. 

That  would  be  15^.  a  Week ;  was  that  the  Case  if  he  had  fiill  Work ;  and  had 
he  constant  Employment  at  that  Rate  ? 

I  understood  that  was  what  he  generally  earned,  because  the  Wife  stated  he 
could  earn  more  if  he  had  fiill  Emplo3anent ;  and,  on  inquiring  smce,  I  have 
found  he  need  not  be  without  full  Emplojrment. 

What  Family  had  he? 

Three  Children ;  and  only  this  One  but  what  was  capable  of  working. 

Did  vou  know  the  Man  before  ? 
I  did  not 

Did  he  come  afterwards  and  bring  a  Note  from  Mr.  Parker  ? 
The  Wife  did. 

What  did  Mr.  Parker  say  in  his  Note  ? 

He  stated  that  he  had  seen  the  Child,  and  it  appeared  very  ill,  and  in  want 
of  Medical  Assistance. 

Did  you  give  an  Order  ? 

Not  unmediately ;  I  promised  the  Woman  I  would  come  in  a  very  short 
Time  and  see  the  Child. 

Did  you  ? 
I  did. 

How  long  after  ? 

I  suppose  somewhat  more  than  Half  an  Hour. 

Did  you  see  the  Child  ? 
I  did. 

In  what  State  was  the  Child  ? 
It  appeared  very  ill. 

What  did  you  do  ? 

I  then  went  to  the  Place  where  the  Guardians  were  then  assembling,  with  an 
Intention  of  reporting  the  Case  to  them  for  their  Direction. 

Did  you  report  the  Case  ? 

I  had  not  an  Opportunity  of  doing  it  immediately ;  they  were  then  electing 
the  Surgeons ;  they  were  in  Confusion.  I  saw  One  of  the  Guardians  soon  after, 
Mr.  DaHy,  One  of  the  Guardians  of  the  Parish  of  Bridgwater ;  he  directed  me  to 
give  an  Order ;  but  I  had  written  the  Order  before  I  saw  him,  with  the  Intention 
of  giving  it  without  that  Direction. 

The  Reason  you  did  not  give  an  Order  in  the  first  instance  was,  that  you 
were  in  doubt  whether  he  was  not  a  Person  who  ought  to  pay  his  own  Memcal 
Expenses,  and  you  were  in  Uncertainty  about  the  Medical  Officers  at  that 
Time? 

Yes. 
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Mr.  J.  Newman.     .   He  had  nevcT  applied  to  you  before  ? 

— — —  No.     I  was  satisfied,  from  the  Man's  Ability  to  work,  he  might  get  Relief 

himself  without  coming  to  the  Parish. 

Did  the  Wife  tell  you  that  his  Earnings  were  12^.  a  Week  ? 
Yes ;  that  was  about  the  Average. 

He  might,  if  he  had  full  Work,  have  earned  more  ? 

Yes,  considerably  more.  I  have  since  inquired  of  his  Master :  he  has  told 
me  he  is  capable  of  earning  much  more  Wages  in  case  he  is  disposed  to  woik ; 
but  I  believe  he  is  not  at  aU  Times  disposed  to  work. 

Can  he  at  all  Times  get  Work  ? 
He  can. 

You  are  sure  of  that? 

I  am,  from  Information  I  got  from  the  Master,  that  he  could  at  that  Time 
get  Work  from  him. 

What  is  the  Master's  Name  ? 
Cross. 

How  bng  was  it  after  the  Application  was  made  to  you  for  the  Order  before 
the  Order  was  given  ? 
I  think  about  Two  Hours. 

From  the  First  Application  to  the  Time  of  giving  the  Order  was  only  Two 
Hours  ? 
About  Two  or  Three  Hours. 

Was  not  it  considerably  more  than  that  ? 
Not  much  more. 

Was  it  Three  ? 

I  think  it  was  not  Three. 

Can  you  take  upon  you  to  say  it  was  not  Three  Hours  ? 
I  made  no  particular  Observation  as  to  the  Time  j  but,  as  far  as  I  can 
recollect,  I  think  it  did  not  exceed  Two  Hours. 

Your  Reason  for  giving  the  Order  could  not  be  in  consequence  of  this 
Man's  Circumstances,  for  his  Circumstances  were  not  changed  in  those  Three 
Hoiu^  ? 

No ;  but  seeing  the  Child  was  very  ill,  I  thought  I  would  break  through  my 
former  Intention,  and  give  an  Order. 

After  that  you  communicated  with  Mr.  Dally  ? 
X  es. 

He  being  One  of  the  Guardians  ? 
Yes. 

Was  not  your  principal  Reason  for  declining  giving  the  Order  in  the  first 
place  because  the  Medical  Men  were  not  settled  with  by  the  Guardians  ? 

That  was  not  the  principal  Reason  ;  had  the  Medical  Men  been  appointed 
I  should  have  hesitated  to  give  an  Order  for  such  a  Person. 

From  the  Condition  in  Life  of  the  Applicant,  and  npt  the  Stat^  of  Disease 
the  Child  was  in  ? 
Yes. 

Were  any  Directions  given  you  with  respect  to  giving  Orders  to  the 
Medical  Officers  under  the  Circumstances  you  have  stated  ? 

The  principal  Direction  was  only  a  Repetition  of  what  we  had  been 
formerly  directed  to  do,  and  that  was  to  use  Discretion  in  giving  those 
Orders. 

Was  there  any  thing  said  to  you  about  its  being  more  expensive  than  it  should 
have  been  ? 
Not  a  Word  j  the  only  Direction  we  had  was  that  the  Surgeons  were  not 
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under  Contract,  and  therefore  we  must  use  Discretion  ;  but  at  the  same  Time     Mr.  /.  Newman, 
not  to  let  any  deserving  Case  be  neglected,  

Was  there  any  thing  about  being  sparing  ? 
Not  to  my  Recollection. 

Have  you  been  lonff  in  the  Neighbourhood  ? 

I  had  lived  Eight  Years  in  the  neighbouring  Parish. 

Previous  to  the  Month  of  May  1837,  when  there  was  a  Contract  for  the 
Surgeons,  were  there  any  general  Directions  from  the  Board  as  to  Cases  which 
appeared  to  you  of  Urgency,  where  you  doubted  whether  the  Head  of  the 
Family  was  in  Circumstances  to  maintain  himself? 

I  do  not  remember  receiving  any  particular  Directions  about  that. 

What  would  have  been  your  Practice  if  you  found  a  Person  apparently  in 
a  very  dangerous  State  in  want  of  Medical  Relief,  and  you  doubted  whether  he 
was  a  Pauper  ? 

If  a  Person  applied  to  me  in  Circumstances  which  required  my  giving  him 
an  Order  I  should  have  done  it;  but  if  a  Person  applied  to  me  who  I 
thought  ought  not  to  require  it  I  should  not  give  him  an  Order.  That  was 
my  general  Practice. 

Would  you  have  withheld  Medical  Relief  till  you  were  satisfied  he  was 
entitled  to  it  by  Law,  or  given  him  the  Relief,  and  inquired  into  that  after- 
wards? 

I  had  of  the  State  of  the 
any  Doubt  of  the  Case  I  should  refuse  the  Order.  I 
have  on  some  Occasions  consulted  some  of  the  Guardians  or  Persons  who  I 
thought  would  advise  me  what  to  do  in  Cases  of  Doubt  and  Difficulty.  I  do  so 
at  the  present  Time. 

It  was  not  yoiu-  Practice  to  order  Relief  if  a  Man  was  not  a  proper  Object, 
and  to  make  him  pay  for  it  ?  ^ 

Very  few  such  Cases  as  that  have  occurred. 

Is  not  every  Order  you  give  for  Medical  Relief  considered  a  Loan  until  the 
weekly  Meeting  of  the  Boaurd  ? 

If  1  find  that  Persons  are  in  Circumstances  to  pay,  I  sometimes  give  them  as 
Loans  until  the  Board  Day ;  then  the  Board  deal  with  them  according  to 
CiiDCumstances. 

Are  you  present  at  the  Board  when  your  District  comes  under  Consideration? 
I  am. 

Is  not  the  Question  put  to  the  Board,  will  they  allow  or  disallow  the  Medical 
Relief  you  have  given  in  every  Case  ? 

It  is  r^ularly  entered  in  the  Book,  and  comes  before  the  Board  as  Relief 
given ;  and  they  confirm  or  disaUow  it  at  the  Time. 

Do  you  know  Cook  ? 
I  do  not. 

Do  you  know  his  Character  ? 

I  only  know  from  Information  I  have  received. 

Do  you  know  the  Case  of  Sarah  Winslade  ? 
I  recollect  something  about  the  Case. 

Did  anybody  apply  to  you  for  an  Order  for  Mr.  King  to  attend  h^r  ? 
Yes. 

Who  were  the  Persons  ? 
They  were  Two  Women. 

Did  you  give  an  Order  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  give  it  the  Firat  Time  they  applied  ? 
I  di(L 

Are  you  quite  sure  of  that  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  of  that. 
(^151.22.)  5  H  At 
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Mr.  J.Newman. '       At  what  Time  was  it ? 
' About  Twelve  o'Clock  at  Night 

They  had  not  applied  to  you  before  that  ? 
No. 

Did  Mr.  King  attend  her  ? 
He  did. 

You  gave  an  Order  the  Moment  they  applied  for  it  ? 
I  did  not  give  a  written  Order  j  I  sent  a  Message. 

That  was  given  on  the  First  Application  ? 

Yes;  but  I  was  informed  afterwards  that  Two  Women  went  to  Mn  King  to 
ask  him  to  attend  about  Ten  in  the  Evening ;  but  they  did  not  come  to  me. 

How  long  have  you  been  Relieving  Officer  ? 
Ever  since  the  Formation  of  the  Union. 

Are  you  a  Person  from  that  Part  of  the  Country  ? 
My  native  Place  is  about  Six  Miles  from  Bridgwater. 

Do  you  know  what  has  become  of  Sarah  Winslade  since  ? 
Yes  ;  she  is  now  with  her  Husband. 

Did  she  go  to  the  Bath  Lunatic  Asylum  ? 
She  did. 

How    long   after  Mr.  King  attended  her  on  this  AppKcation   you    have 
referred  to  ? 
I  should  think  about  Two  Months. 

How  long  did  she  stay  there  ? 

She  stayed  there  about  Eight  Months. 

Did  she  come  home  quite  well  ? 

Yes ;  she  came  home  at  Lady  Day  last. 

Have  you  seen  her  since  ? 

I  have  seen  her  since  she  came  home ;  and  I  have  seen  her  Husband  also. 

How  is  she? 

She  is  tolerably  wdl,  and  going  on  very  well. 

If  you  heard  of  a  Case  of  urgent  Necessity,  should  not  you  give  an  Order, 
without  being  quite  sure  that  the  Person  was  a  Pauper  ? 

If  I  was  satisfied  in  my  Mind  that  there  was  a  Necessity  for  giving  an  Order, 
and  the  Person  who  made  the  Application  could  not  pay  a  Suigeon,  I  should 
not  hesitate  at  all ;  if  I  have  any  Doubt  in  the  Case  I  do  not  immediately  give 
an  Order. 

The  Case  put  is  a  Case  of  urgent  Necessity  ? 

It  quite  depends  upon  whether  the  Applicant  is  a  prefer  Person  or  not. 

You  would  be  decided  rather  by  what  you  suppose  to  be  the  Station  of 
the  Person  than  tiie  Necessity  of  the  Case  ? 

Taking  it  altogether,  I  should  be  guided  more  bv  the  Family  than  by  his 
Earnings.  Cook  appeared  to  be  a  Person  who  had  only  One  Child  who  did 
not  get  its  Living :  for  a  Person  that  had  Haifa  Dozen  young  Children  I  should 
not  have  hesitatra  for  a  Moment. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

Twelve  o'Clock. 
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Die  Lunce,  ^'^  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WH  ARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Evidence  on  the 

Operation  of  th^ 
Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act. 


Mr.  JOHN  BO  WEN  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows : 

WHERE  do  you  live  ? 
At  Bridgwater. 

Do  you  carry  on  any  Business  there  ? 
I  am  a  Wine  Merchant  at  present. 

How  long  have  you  been  resident  at  Bridgwater  ? 

I  was  bom  there,  but  left  at  the  Age  of  Twenty  Years.  I  was  employed  in 
the  Trinity  Service,  erecting  Lighthouses,  and  then  in  the  East  India  Compan/s 
Service  ;  I  then  returned  to  Bridgwater  about  Nineteen  Years  since. 

You  were  in  the  East  Indies  in  the  Company's  Service  ? 

Yes ;  erecting  Lighthouses,  and  manujfactunng  Machinery  generally. 

Your  Business  at  Bridgwater  is  now  that  of  a  Wine  Merchant? 

Yes ;  I  retired  from  Business,  but  in  consequence  of  the  Failure  of  the  great 
East  India  Houses  of  Agency  I  engaged  in  Business  again,  being  odled  upon 
to  do  so. 

You  are  a  Guardian  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 
I  am  not  at  present ;  I  was  last  Year. 

When  were  you  elected  ? 

I  received  Notice  of  my  Election  on  the  30th  of  March  1837. 

How  long  did  you  remain  ? 

I  remained  a  Twelvemonth ;  until  last  March. 

You  were  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  in  the  Months  of  May  and 
June  1837? 
I  was. 

Do  you  remember  in  the  Month  of  May  the  Medical  Persons  of  the  Union 
being  ordered  to  attend  the  Board  fer  the  Purpose  of  stating  to  them  the 
new  Division  of  the  Districts  ? 

I  do  remember  it. 

Can  you  state  how  &r  those  Persons  were  asked  to  give  their  Oninion  as  to 
the  Districts,  and  also  as  to  the  Salaries  that  were  attached  to  the  Districts  ? 

The  Medical  Men  were  directed  to  attend  a  Committee,  not  the  Board  of 
Guardians ;  and  I  was  not  a  Member  of  that  Committee. 

Therefore  you  do  not  know  what  passed  ? 
I  do  not,  except  as  I  heard. 

Were  you  present  subsequently  when  the  new  Districts  and  the  new  Salaries 
were  fixed  ?  • 

I  was. 

Was  there  any  Division  or  Difference  of  Opinion  in  the  Board  upon  that 
Occasion  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  came  to  a  Division,  but  there  was  a  very 
strong  Difference  of  Opinion ;  I  recollect  stating  my  own  Opinion  very  strongly 
upon  the  Subject. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.        Upon  what  Subject  ? 
Of  the  Inadequacy  of  the  Allowance  to  the  Medical  Men. 

On  what  Ground  did  you  state  that? 

I  conceived  that  if  the  Medical  Men  were  not  fairly  paid  it  would  be 
impossible  for  them  to  pay  that  Attention  to  the  Poor  which  tney  required. 

Why  did  you  think  they 'were  inadequately  paid? 

I  scarcely  know,  any  more  than  the  Common  Sense  View  of  the  Case.  They 
were  paid  at  the  Rate  of  from  50/.  to  a  smaller  Sum ;  I  forget  what  now ;  but 
my  own  Experience  induced  me  to  believe  that  that  was  a  very  inadequate 
Payment.  I  hope.!  shall  not  be  out  of  place  in  sajdng  that  I  am  not  prepared 
for  an  Examination  on  this  Subject,  not  expecting  it ;  but  I  will  give  the  best 
Information  I  can. 

Your  Motive  for  advocating  larger  Salaries  was,  that  you  did  not  think  it 
possible  the  Medical  Men  could  attend  upon  the  Poor  at  those  small  Allow- 
ances? 

I  felt  assured  they  could  not. 

Were  you  present  at  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  the  2d  of  June  1837  when 
a  Letter  was  received  from  the  Medical  Officers  ? 

I  really  do  not  recollect ;  a  Reference  to  the  Minute  Book  will  show.  I  do 
not  recollect  by  the  Date ;  if  the  Subject  of  the  Letter  was  mentioned  I  could 
state  whether  I  was  present 

The  Subject  of  the  Letter  was  the  Inadequacy  of  the  Salaries  ;  and  it  was; 
signed  by  the  other  Medical  Men  in  Bridgwater  ? 
I  remember  being  present ;  I  remember  the  Letter. 

Was  there  a  very  great  Difference  of  Opinion  on  the  Conduct  of  the  Medical 
Officers? 

The  Chairman  of  the  Day,  Mr.  Warry,  made  some  very  strong  Observations. 
He  said  he  looked  at  a  Document  of  that  Sort  in  the  same  Light  as  he  would  on 
a  Beggar  approaching  him,  putting  a  Pistol  to  his  Head,  and  demanding  6d. ; 
and  he  threw  the  Letter  very  offensively  on  the  Table.  I  rose  on  that,  and 
stated  that  it  was  out  of  Course  for  a  Member  to  use  Language  at  that  Board 
which  he  would  not  use  in  the  Light  of  Heaven  in  the  Presence  of  the  Gentie- 
men  who  wrote  the  Letter. 

Was  there  a  good  deal  of  Discussion  upon  it  ? 
There  was  a  good  deal  of  warm  Discussion. 

Were  there  Imputations  made  upon  that  Occasion  against  the  Medical 
Persons  ? 

Not  the  smallest  in  regard  to  their  Medical  Character.  I  particularly  inquired 
whether  there  was  any  Objection  to  the  Manner  in  which  they  had  performed 
their  Duty  ;  that  was  admitted  to  be  unexceptionable. 

Was  there  any  thing  said  about  its  being  Conspiracy  and  Combination  ? 
Such  Language  was  used ;  and  I  remonstrated  against  it  as  being  improper  and 
inapplicable  to  the  Occasion.  % 

Do  you  recollect  whether  you  had  a  Division  that  Day  upon  the  Subject  ? 
I  cannot  recollect. 

Was  there  any  thing  said  in  respect  of  sending  a  Reply  to  that  Letter  ? 
No,  there  was  not.     I  believe  there  was  no  Division,  but  I  cannot  sweai-  it. 

If  there  were  warm  Expressions  on  the  one  Side,  there  were  warm  Expres- 
sions on  the  other,  were  there  not  ? 

Warm  Expressions  on  one  Side  generally  call  out  warm  Expressions  on  the 
other ;  but  the  Attack  proceeded  from  the  Chairman. 

At  the  End  of  the  Day  did  not  the  Chairman  say  something  of  this  Sort,  that 
there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  warm  Language,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  go 
further,  or  be  mentioned  out  of  the  Room  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  he  d\d  ;  I  do  not  recollect  any  Circumstance  of  that 

Sort.     I  recollect,  on  taking  my  Seat  at  the  Board,  perhaps  on  the  Second  or 

Third  Day  I  attended,  the  Chairman  reminding  us  that  it  wds  a  Secret  Board, 
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and  that  we  should  rather  endeavour  to  think  aloud  than  to  speak  out ;  and  I    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

immediately  protested  against  that  Doctrine,  ^d  said  I  felt  bound  to  give  the      

Persons  whom  I  represented,  and  I  represented  9,000  Persons  at  that  Board,  an 
Account  of  every  thing  I  did,  and  to  take  any  Means  I  chose  of  bringing  the 
Business  of  that  Board  before  the  Public. 

You  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Warry  saying  any  thing  on  the  Subject  at  the  Close 
of  that  Meeting  on  the  2d  of  June? 

I  should  say  I  have  a  distinct  Recollection  that  he  did  not,  for  I  left  the 
Board  with  the  Impression  pf  his  having  behaved  very  improperly. 

Yoli  do  not  recollect  having  refused  to  comply  with  that  Request  ? 
I  heard  no  such  Suggestion  at  that  Time. 

You  do  not  recollect  having  refused  to  comply  with  the  Suggestion  ? 
Certainly  not. 

Did  you  stay  till  the  breaking  up  of  the  Boajd  that  Day  ? 
Yes,  I  did.     Mr.  Warry  threw  the  Paper  down  offensively  on  the  Table,  and 
that  was  the  Commencement  of  this  warm  Language. 

Did  you  report  out  of  Doors  the  warm  Language  which  had  passed  in  the 
Board  ? 

I  have  not  the  smallest  Doubt  that  I  did,  but  I  have  no  immediate  Recol- 
lection of  it. 

Do  you  recollect  to  the  contrary  ? 

No  ;  it  was  the  common  Subject  of  Conversation. 

Did  you  ever  report  it  to  Mr.  Toogood  ? 

I  have  not  the  smallest  Doubt  I  must  have  done  so ;  he  was  a  Friend  of 
mine. 

He  was  a  particular  Friend  of  yours  ? 

I  have  known  him  these  Twenty  Years.  He  was  very  kind  to  my  poor  Father 
and  Mother  when  I  had  not  the  Means  of  supplying  them  with  that  Medical 
Attendance  I  wished.  I  consider  myself  under  Obligations  to  him,  which  I 
think  I  shall  not  forget. 

You  were  there  on  the  9th  of  June  ? 
I  was. 

There  was  another  Letter  read  from  the  Medical  Gentlemen  on  that 
Occasion  ? 

Yes. 

Did  that  produce  Excitement  like  the  former  one  ? 

It  did  not  I  do  not  recollect  there  was  much  offensive  Matter.  At  the  first 
reading  of  that  Letter,  I  remember  rising  myself  after  it  was  read,  and  saying 
I  had  expressed  myself  warmly  on  the  previous  Day,  but  that  I  was  very 
desirous  of  seeing  Things  brought  to  a  mvourable  Conclusion  to  all  Parties ; 
and  that  if  I  had  said  any  thing  which  could  be  construed  into  a  Cause  of 
Offence  to  any  Party  I  was  sorry  for  it 

There  was  a  Letter  agreed  to  upon  that  Occasion,  and  written  in  answer  to 
that  Letter  which  was  read  on  the  9th  of  June  ? 
There  was. 

There  was  this  Paragraph,  "  The  Board  cannot  help  lamenting  the  Tone  of 
your  Communications,  little  calculated  to  promote  that  cordial  Co-operation 
with  the  Board  on  which  the  Well-being  of  the  Poor  and  the  Interest  otall  con- 
cerned so  essentially  depend.**  Do  you  recollect  any  Discussion  upon  that 
Paragraph  ? 

There  was  a  Discussion  and  Division  upon  it ;  I  do  not  recollect  the 
Numbers,  but  nearly  equal.  It  was  considered  that  that  Paragraph  was  offensive 
to  the  Medical  Gentlemen ;  and  after  they  had  expressed  a  Wish,  and  their 
Friends,  to  avoid  any  thing  offensive,  it  was  considered  desirable  to  leave  out 
that  Paragraph. 

Can  you  state  who  proposed  that  Paragraph  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.  Who  "WaS  it  ? 

' The  Letter  was  written  by  Mr.  Poole,  an  ex  officio  Guardian  and  JM^istrate, 

now  dead  ;  he  brought  the  Letter  with  him. 

With  that  Paragraph  in  it  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  object  to  that  Paragraph  ? 
I  did. 

Was  the  Discussion  a  warm  one  upon  it  ? 

I  think  not ;  I  do  not  recollect  tnat  there  was  any  thing  offensive  in  that 
Discussion. 

You  stated  that  3rou  objected  to  that  after  the  Medical  Men  had  shown  a 
Disposition  to  Conciliation;  in  what  had  they  shown  that  Wish  for  Con« 
ciliation  ? 

I  took  it  from  the  Tone  of  their  Letter,  and  from  their  Offer  to  attend  to 
the  Poor  gratuitously  imtil  some  other  ArrangCToent  could  be  made,  while 
they  clearly  had  the  rower  to  force  their  own  Terms  upon  the  Board  im  some 
Time.     I  thought  they  stood  in  the  Situation  of  moderate  Men. 

You  mean  in  the  Letter  of  the  6th  ? 

1  do  not  recollect  the  Date  of  the  Letter. 

You  mean  the  Second  Letter  ? 

It  is  impossible  to  forget  the  Conversation  I  had  with  the  Medical  Men ; 
I  pressed  Moderation  upon  them,  and  I  thought  they  were  disposed  to  act 

moderately. 

Do  you  mean  the  Expressions  used  to  you  personally,  or  any  Expressions 
signified  to  the  Board  ? 

I  believe  the  Board  felt,  at  the  Time,  that  there  was^  no  Di^sition  to  speak 
or  to  act  in  an  intemperate  Manner. 

You  stated  that  you  thought  it  unfair  to  the  Medical  Men  to  put  this 
Paragraph  into  the  Letter  in  answer,  particularly  after  they  had  diq)layed  a 
Di^osition  to  Reconciliation  ? 

That  was  my  Opinion. 

How  had  they  shown  to  the  Board  any  Disposition  to  Reconciliation? 
I  can  only  say  by  their  general  Conduct ;  that  was  my  Opinion  upon  the 
Matter. 

And  particularly  from  the  last  Paragraph,  by  which  they  offa'ed  to  attend 
gratuitously  ? 

I  considered  it  so  j  they' clearly  had  it  in  their  Power  to  make  their  own 
Bargain. 

Did  you  hear  of  a  Meeting  being  held  at  Bridgwater  by  the  Medical  Men  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  before  the  9th  of  June,  or  subsequently  to  it  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Did  you  ever  hear  any  Discussion  in  the  Board  relative  to  the  Meeting,  and 
the  Resolutions  which  had  passed  there  ? 

There  was  a  good  deal  said  on  all  those  Matters,  Ijut  I  do  not  recollect  that 
there  were  any  Resolutions  come  to. 

Were  you  present  at  the  Election  of  Mr.  Ward  as  the  Medical  OflScer  of  the 
Bridgwater  District  ? 
I  was ;  and  that  was  the  last  Time  I  ever  attended  the  Board  of  Guardians. 

Mr.  King  was  also  a  Candidate  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
He  was. 

There  was  a  Disposition  in  the  Board  to  re-elect  Mr.  King  ? 
There  was. 


And  he  was  called  in  ? 
He  was* 
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Was  he  questioned  with  respect  to  his  adhering  to  the  Resdution  of  not    Mr.johnBowen. 

meeting  the  Medical  Gentlemen,  or  the  Refusal  to  hold  Intercourse  with  or  to      ""^ ^ 

recognise  any  Practitioner  called  into  the  Town  ? 

He  was;  and  he  distinctly  declared  that  he  should  adhere  to  the  Reso- 
lution. 

In  consequence  of  that  was  his  Name  still  put  to  the  Vote  as  a  Medical 
Officer? 
His  Name  was  put  to  the  Vote,  but  not  in  consequence  of  that,  I  presiune. 

Did  you  approve  of  that  Part  of  the  Resolution  of  the  Medical  Men  that 
they  would  have  no  Intercourse  with  any  Medical  Practitioner  brought  into 
the  Town? 

That  is  a  large  Subject  of  Opinion,  on  w^iich  I  can  hardly  give  an  Answer, 
unless  I  am  permitted  to  go  into  the  Reason  for  such  Answer.  The  Medical 
Men  of  the  Neighbourhood  have  gratuitously  attended  the  Infirmary  for 
Tw^ity-five  Years,  and  have  given  up  a  large  Portion  of  Time,  and  I  think 
they  hiad  a  Claim  upon  the  Public  which  would  justify  an  Expectation  of  a 
Preference  to  their  Services,  provided  they  did  not  require  any  extravagant 
Terms ;  and  under  those  Circumstances  I  considered  them  justifira. 

You  think  they  were  justified  from  the  Notion  that  those  other  Persons  were 
to  be  brought  in  to  interfere  with  their  Practice  ? 
Yes. 

After  Mr.  King's  Name  had  been  put  up  as  a  Candidate  was  there  any 
Division  upon  it  ? 

I  think  there  was  an  Amendment  moved  that  Mr.  Ward's  Name  should  be 
substituted* 

Then  the  Board  voted  either  for  Mr.  Ward  or  for  Mr.  King? 

I  am  not  quite  certain  tlmt  that  was  the  Form ;  I  only  know  the  Fact  that 
they  were  both  voted  for,  and  that  Mr.  Ward  was  chosen  and  Mr.  King 
rejected. 

By  what  Sort  of  Majority  was  Mr.  Ward  dected  over  Mr.  Kmg  ? 
Very  small ;  I  cannot  state  the  Number.  ^ 

You  have  stated  that  the  Opinions  of  the  Board  were  very  much  divided  on 
all  those  Medical  Points?  • 
Very  much  divided. 

That,  you  say,  was  the  last  Time  of  your  attending  the  Board  ? 

The  Impression  upon  my  Mind  is,  that  it  was.  I  was  so  disgusted  with  the 
Introduction  of  Mr.  Ward,  and  some  other  Thmgs  that  I  considered  very 
improper,  I  never  att^ided  afterwards,  or  at  all  events  not  above  once  after- 
wards. 

Was  your  Reason  for  not  attending  the  Board  the  Treatment  which  you 
thought  the  Medical  Officers  had  received,  or  any  other  Reason  ? 

That  was  the  principd  Reason ;  but  the  general  Proceedings  of  the  Board 
were  such,  if  I  may  venture  to  use  such  an  Expression,  as  I  could  not 
sanction. 

In  what  respect  were  they  such  as  you  could  not  sanction  ? 

I  could  not  sanction  their  Course  of  proceeding,  both  in  respect  to  the 
Medical  Men,  and  the  Treatment  of  the  Poor  in  the  House,  which  was  such  as 
I  had  frequently  protested  against,  without  being  able  to  obtain  a  sufficient 
Alteration  in  the  Diet  and  the  general  Mode  of  treating  the  Poor. 

What  did  you  object  to  m  the  Treatment  of  the  Poor  in  the  House  at  that 
Time? 

I  was  appointed  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  very  soon  after  taking 
my  Place. 

Of  how  many  did  that  Visiting  Committee  consist? 
I  cannot  state. 

Can  you  tell  the  Names  of  the  Members  of  it  ?  «    i 

I  can  tell  the  Names  of  the  greater  Part  of  them  j    the  Minute  Books 
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Mr.JohnBowen.    will  show  the  Names.     There  were  only  a  certain  Number  attended ;   thfere 
were  some  appointed  who  never  attended 

Will  you  state  the  Names  of  those  who  usually  attended  ? 
The   Reverend  Mr.  Ruddock,    Mr.  William   Pitman   King— he    attended 
pretty  regularly. 

Mr.  RichM-d  King? 
He  attended  sometimes. 

Mr.  Robert  Everett  ?  ' 

I  never  saw  him  attend. 

Mr.  T.  W.  Inman  ? 
He  sometimes  attended. 

Mr.  John  Bowen  ? 

I  attended  every  Committee  Day. 

You  met  once  a  Week,  did  you  not? 

I  believe  there  were  some  extra  Meetings.  I  believe  I  was  never  absent  from 
the  Board  of  Guardians  or  from  the  Committee  unless  when  I  was  confined  to  my 
Bed.  ' 

Mr.  James  Somers  ? 
Mr.  Somers  attended. 

The  Reverend  John  West  ?  - 
He  attended. 

You  never  attended  the  Visiting  Committee  after  you  ceased  to  attend  the 
Board  of  Guardians  ? 
I  never  did. 

Every  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  may  visit  the  House  as  often 
,as  he  thinkafit,  whether  he  belongs  to  the  Visiting  Committee  or  not,  may  he 
not  ? 

I  conceive  so. 

He  may  insert  his  Report  in  the  Book  of  every  thing  he  sees? 
Yes,  I  conceive  so. 

Everjr  Magistrate  of  the  County  has  the  same  Power,  has  he  not? 
I  believe  he  has. 

He  may  inquire  whether  the  Bye  Laws  are  carried  into  execution,  and  ipto . 
the  general  Management  of  the  Poor,  may  he  not  ? 
I  cannot  speak  to  the  Particulars  of  the  Act. 

It  appears,  upon  reference  to  the  Book,  that  your  Name  is  not  inserted  among 
the^  Guardians  present  any  Day  after  the  28th  of  July  ? 
I  believe  I  did  not  attend  after  that. 

It  is  presumed  you  continued  to  discharge  your  Duties  as  a  Visitor  up  to  the 
End  of  July? 

Yes.  It  is  to  be  understood  that  the  Visiting  Committee  appointed  a  Visitor* 
for  the  Week ;  they  took  it  by  Turn  to  visit  for  One  Week ;  and  it  is  con^dered 
that  the  House  is  particularly  under  the  Superintendence  of  that  Person  who  is 
the  weekly  Visitor. 

Were  not  there  Three  weekly  Visitors  ? 
No ;  only  One  for  the  Week. 

Three  were  to  be  the  Quorum  ? 

Yes.  The  Committee  met  every  Board  Day,  and  then  Three  were  the 
Quorum ;  but  One  went  roimd  the  House  on  other  Days. 

Did  he  sign  the  Book  with  the  Queries  ?  • 

Yes  ;  as  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee.  On  the  Board  Day  the  Visitor  for 
the  Week  signed  it ;  he  did  not  do  that  on  any  other  Day  he  visited. 

You  were   understood  ta  say  that  it  was  the   Custom  for  the  Visiting 
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Committee  to  agree  amongst  themselves  that  One  of  the  Viridng  Committee    Mr.  John  Bowen, 

should  pay  daily  Visits  during  the  Week  to  the  Workhouse  ?  

That  they  should  pay  Visits  to  the  Workhouse. 

Every  Day  ? 
Not  every  Day. 

That  Person  was  the  Person  who  signed  the  Book  every  Week  ? 
Yes,  generally ;  but  there  are  Exceptions  to  that. 

Were  you  ever  that  Person  who  visited  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

Does  your  Name  appear  upon  the  Book  as  a  Visitor  ? 

Yes.  If  your  Lordship  wiii  turn  to  the  1 6th  of  June  my  Name  will  appear 
there;  I  recollect  that  Date^ 

What  Part  of  the  Management  of  the  Workhouse,  as  it  respects  the  Poor,  was 
it  that  you  objected  to  so  strongly  at  the  Time  you  left  the  Board  ? 
I  objected  to  the  general  Proceedings  of  the  Board. 

You  stated  that  you  objected  to  the  Management  of  the  Poor  in  the  Work- 
house at  the  Time  you  left  the  Board  y  what  was  the  particular  Fart  of  that 
Management  which  induced  you  to  take  that  Step  ? 

I  considered  that  they  were  materially  imder-fed. 

In  what  Way  do  the  Poor  in  Bridgwater  usually  live ;  what  Description  of 
Food  do  they  generally  live  upon  ? 

I  find  a  verj  great  DiflSculty  in  answering  that  Question.  I  only  know  that 
on  the  old  Diet  of  the  House,  while  I  acted  as  the  Overseer  for  nearly  Four 
Years,  the  Poor  were  healthy,  and  apparently  contented  and  cheerftd ;  and  that 
under  the  new  Dietary  of  the  House,  when  it  was  introduced,  they  became  very 
ill,  and  a  great  Number  of  them  died. 

It  is  comparing  the  new  with  the  old  Dietary  in  the  House  which  makes  you 
think  that  fliey  were  not  sufficiently  fed  ? 

Yes ;  and  my  general  Acquaintance  with  the  Poor. 

If  you  have  a  general  Acquaintance  with  the  Poor  in  that  Neighbourhood, 
you  can  state  in  what  Way  they  usually  feed  their  Families  ? 

They  some  of  them  pr^er  one  Thing  and  some  another ;  some  Potatoes  and 
some  Bread,  some  Rice ;  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  general  Description  of 
Food  used. 

Are  they  in  the  habit  of  using  Meat  ? 

Yes  ;  the  Labourers  of  the  Toym  generally  eat  Meat. 

What  are  their  Wages  ? 

A  considerable  Portion  of  them  are  Men  who  work  about  the  Quays,  hobbling, 
as  it  is  called,  which  means  brmginff  Vessels  up  and  down  the  River.  Their 
Wages  are  very  irregular ;  but  I  should  think  perhaps  12^.  or  13^.  a  Week 
may  be  on  the  Average. 

Those  eat  Meat,  and  their  Families  also  ? 

Yes,  as  often  as  they  can  get  it ;  perhaps  Two  or  Three  Times  a  Week. 

Do  you  mean  Bacon  or  fresh  Meat  ? 

Any  thing  they  can  get,  according  to  the  Price. 

With  respect  to  Agricultural  Labourers,  what  is  the  usual  Rate  of  Wages 
for  that  Description  of  Persons  in  that  District  ? 

The  Assistant  Commissioner  wrote  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
desiring  him  to  get  the  Board  collectively  to  return  what,  in  their  Opinion,  was 
the  Rate  of  Wages  in  the  District.  The  Board  of  Guardians  agreed  on  a 
Return  of  the  Rate  of  Wages  at  7^.  a  Week  and  Three  Pints  of  Ale  or  Cider 
in  the  Day,  that  is  Persons  who  work  by  the  E^y ;  but  they  returned  the 
Wages  of  Persons  working  by  Job  at,  I  think,  9^-  or  10^.  I  have  a  Copy  of 
the  Return  with  me.  I  hstve  hkewise  prepared  a  Paper  which  I  thought  might 
serve  to  elucidate  this  Matter,  if  your  Lordships  are  pleased  to  receive  it  It 
contains  an  Account  of  the  Statistics  of  the  Union,  the  Number  of  Acres,  the 
Amount  of  Poors  Rate,  and  so  on,  under  the  old  System. 

(151.23.)  5  1  Is 


Digitized  by 


Google 


a02     MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.johnBowen.        Is  it  made   out  from  Information  you  procured  yourself,  or  from  what 

J Documents  ? 

I  will  name  the  Documents.from  which  the  whole  of  it  is  taken.  The  Num- 
ber of  Acres  I  procured  from  the  Population  Abstract  j  the  Number  of  Squa^ 
Miles  I  deduced  from  the  same  Document ;  the  Number  of  Acres  andf  the 
Population  is  from  the  decennial  Returns  to  Parliament ;  the  Number  of  Agri- 
cultural Labourers  from  the  same;  the  Labourers  employed  in  Labour  not 
Agricultural)  from  the  same  Authority ;  the  annual  Value  of  Real  Property 
assessed  in  1815,  from  the  same  Authority.  The  next  is  the  Amount  of 
Poors  Rate ;  that  is  on  the  Authority  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners ;  they 
published  the  Average  for  Three  Years,  I  think,  in  their  Second  Annual 
Report ;  Persons  of  afl  Ages  receiving  Relief  from  the  Union  2,624,  of  whom 
1,019  are  Children,  that  is  from  the  Records  of  the  Board  since  the  Board  was 
established ;  avenge  Wages  of  Day  Work  of  able-bodied  Labourers,  as  returned 
by  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  the  Assistant  Commissioner  17th  April  1837, 
7^.  per  Week. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

Statebcbnt  of  the  aggregate  Population,  Extent,  &c.  &c.  of  the  Forty  Parishes  comprising 
the  Bridgwater  Union.    (Fractions  are  omitted.) 

Number  of  Acres  -  -  -  -  . 

Square  Miles  -  -.---- 

Population  in  1831,  39  Rural  Parishes,  20,759 

Do.  Bridgwater,  7,807  -        - 

Agricultural  Labourers  Twenty  Years  of  Age  and  upwards  in  1831 
Labourers  employed  in  Labour  not  Agricultural 
Men  employed  in  Manu&cture  -  -  - 

Annual  Value  of  Real  Property  as  assessed  in   1815: — 89  Rural  Parishes,  \  y?, «-,  ^^ 
155,950t;Bridffwater,  29,235i  -  -  -  _J-.eibd,lb& 

Expended  on  the  Poor,  Average  of  Three  Years  before  the  Formation  of  the  )    ^,q  ^q- 

Union :— 39  Rural  Parishes,  10,4717. ;  Bridgwater,  2,9167.       -  -  j   ^^^"^^^ 

Persons  of  all  Ages  receiving  Relief  25th  December  1837,  of  whom  1,019  wei-e  \        ^  ^^^ 

Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  Age  relieved  with  their  Parents  -J  * 

Average  Waces  at  Day  Work  of  able-bodied  Labourers,  as  returned  by  the 

Board  of  Guardians  to  ^e  Assistant  Commissioner,  17th  April  1837, 

7s.  per  Week  and  Three  Pints  of  Ale  or  Cider  per  Day. 
The  Sums  returned  as  "  expended  on  the  Poor  "  in  the  Thirty-nine  Rural  rarishes  do 
not  amount  to  Is.  4^d.  in  the  Pound  on  the  Assessment  of  1815.  But  even  this  is  materially 
overstating  the  comparative  Amount ;  for  assuming  the  Labourers  above  Twenty  Years  of 
Age  to  be  underpaid  to  the  Amount  of  2\d,  per  Day,  and  Females  and  Persons  under 
Twenty  to  be  under-paid  to  the  Amount  of  Id.  per  Day,  the  Sum  so  withheld  from  the 
Labouring  Poor  exceeds  the  Amount  of  Poor  Rate.'' 


87,300 
136 

"}      28,566 

2,399 
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Mr.  Bowen. — I  have  another  Paper,  which  was  made  out  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Union,  to  whom  I  applied  for  a  Copy. 

This  is  made  out  from  Retiuns  sent  up  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  the 
Board  bf  Commissioners  ? 
It  is. 

The  same  is  delivered  in  and  read,  and  is  as  follows. 
Average  Wages  per  Day  in  this  Union,  includmg  Harvest  and  other  profitable  Seasons. 


ABLE-BODIED   AGRICULTURAL  LABOURERS. 

Men. 

Women. 

Boys 
under  16- 

IN  MANUVACTORIES.* 

Day  Work, 

Task  Work. 

Day  Work. 

Day  WoA. 

WomcQ. 

Girlt. 

Is.     2d.     and  f 
Three  Pints 
of    Ale  -or  . 
Cider.            [ 

Supposed  to  be 
about  \s.  Sd. 
with  Ale  and 
Cider  also. 

.    6d. 

4d. 

6<f. 

3d. 

•  There  is  no  Manufactory  in  the  Union  worthy  of  Notice.   There  is  a  little  Silk  spun  at 
Bridgwater;  the  Earnings  are  as  above. 

Dated  17th  April  1837. 

According 
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According  to  that,  an  able-bodied  Labourer  will  earn  at  Day  Work  1^.  2rf.    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
with  Ale  or  Cider,  and  at  Task  Work  1*.  8rf.  a  Day  with  Ale  or  Cider ;  what  ■ 

^ood  were  they  in  the  habit  of  supporting  their  Families  on  ? 

I  believe  their  Families  received  some  Support  from  the  Parishes  generally ; 
but  I  am  afraid  their  Food  was  not  always  sufficient,  and  very  coarse. 

Supposing  they  had  no  Rate  of  Allowance,  what  Sort  of  Food,  and  what 
Quantities  of  Food,  were  they  in  the  habit  Of  getting  ? 

I  never  could  understand  how  a  poor  Man  could  live  on  ^s.  a  Week ;  I  have 
tried  many  Times,  but  cannot  understand  it. 

If  you  cannot  make  out  that,  how  do  you  know  that  the  People  are  not  fed  in 
the  Workhouse  better  than  they  are  out  of  it? 

Jiidging  from  their  Appearance.  Men  out  of  Work  can  find  Means  which 
may  not  be  always  &ir  of  improving  their  Diet. 

You  were  Overseer  of  the  Poor  under  the  old  Law  at  Bridgwater  ? 
I  was. 

The  Persons  you  had  to  attend  to  as  Overseer  of  that  District  were  not  Rural 
Labourers  ? 

They  were  not ;  but  I  have,  as  a  Contractor  for  Road-making,  had  something 
to  do  with  Rural  Labourers  ;  I  have  always  paid  them  above  the  Wages  of  the 
Country ;  I  never  considered  that  a  Man  should  be  paid  less  than  105.  a  Week, 
and  never  paid  him  less. 

Can  you  state,  from  your  Knowledge  of  the  Workhouse,  whether  the  Quantity 
of  Food  they  obtained  m  the  Workhouse  was  more  or  less  than  they  usually  had 
when  they  subsisted  themselves  ? 

It  is  necessary  to  consider  that  there  were  scarcely  any  able-bodied  Labourers 
in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse ;  I  never  recollect  more  than  Two  at  any  one 
Time;  the  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse  were  Persons  far  advanced  in  Life, 
generally ;  the  Diet  of  younger  Persons  cannot  fairly  be  brought  into  comparison 
with  theirs.  I  have  the  Means  of  stating  to  your  Lordships  the  Expences  of 
keying  the  Poor  under  the  old  System. 

Have  you  any  Means,  from  your  own  Knowledge,  of  comparing  the  Quantity 
and  Qu^ty  of  the  Food  an  able-bodied  Labourer  in  Bridgwater,  if  driven  into 
the  Workhouse,  gets  there  at  present,  with  what  he  gets  out  of  the  Work- 
house ? 

I  have  not ;  I  never  made  such  a  Comparison. 

Does  not  it  appear  to  you,  that  in  order  to  make  a  fair  Comparison  how  far 
they  are  suflSciently  fed  m  the  Workhouse  it  would  be  necessary  to  know  how 
th^  are  fed  out  oi  the  Workhouse  ? 

1  think  nothing  can  be  more  fallacious  than  to  endeavour  to  ascertain  in 
Ounces  how  much  a  Man  in  and  out  of  the  Workhouse  eats. 

You  say  they  have  Meat  Three  Times  a  Week  out  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  mean  to  say  Men  who  have  not  large  Families  may  have  Meat  Three  Times 
a  Week. 

What  is  the  Amount  of  the  Family  you  call  a  large  Family  ? 

That  must  depend  upon  the  Health  of  the  Family,  and  upon  the  Age  of  the 
Children ;  some  Men  nnd  a  much  greater  Difficulty  in  supporting  Three  Chil- 
dren than  others  do  Four  or  Five ;  healthy  Children  can  work  at  an  earlier  Age 
than  others.  I  had  a  Brother  about  Twelve  Months  younger  than  myself;  he 
was  able  to  go  to  work,  and  help  to  maintain  himself  earlier  than  I  was  ;  I  could 
not  get  any  thing  towards  my  Living  till  I  was  Eleven  ;  I  beilieve  he  commenced 
at  an  earher  Age. 

Supposing  the  Children  about  the  average  Number,  what  Quantity  of  Meat 
would  the  Family  get  on  the  Wages  you  have  stated  ? 

I  cannot  answer  that ;  a  kind  Employer  may  make  Four  or  Five  C'hildren 
a  small  Family,  by  employing  them  at  an  earlier  Age  than  usual,  while  a 
Master  not  entering  into  their  Feelings  and  Interests  may  occasion  a  small 
Family  to  be  a  great  Burthen. 
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Mr.  John  Somen.        What  do  you  Call,  in  point  of  Numbers,  a  large  Family? 

■  I  find  it  difficult  to  say ;  a  Family  ranging  from  Four  Children  to  Eight 

or  Nine  or  Ten  ;  any  thing  above  Four  Children. 

Of  course  the  Means  of  maintaining  those  Children  by  more  or  by  less  must 
depend  cm  a  great  Number  of  other  Circumstances  ? 

Taking  the  Average,  how  much  Meat,  generally  speaking,  does  a  Labourer 
having  Four  Children  consume  in  his  House  in  a  Week  ? 
I  am  utterly  unable  to  answer  that  Question. 

What  Means  have  you  of  comparing  the  Quantity  of  Food  they  use  in  the 
Workhouse  to  that  they  use  out  of  it,  so  as  to  enaUe  you  to  say  they  are 
insufficiently  fed  ? 

I  am  comjparing  the  Condition  of  the  Poor  on  the  present  Systan  with  the 
Condition  oi  the  roor  under  the  old  System. 

How  do  you  know  that  they  were  not  better  fed  in  the  Workhouse  under 
the  old  System  than  they  were  in  their  own  Houses  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  they  were  not ;  I  take  for  granted  there  were  none  in 
that  House  that  could  be  fed  out  of  it ;  I  take  it  in  that  Way.  People  in  the 
House  were  better  fed  than  they  would  have  been  out  of  it,  or  they  would 
not  be  there.  If  your  Lordships  wdl  allow  me  to  give  a  Statement  of  the  Paupers 
that  were  in  the  House  that  would  simplify  the  Matter. 

•  You  say  there  were  some  able-bodied  Men  in  the  House  under  the  old 

System  ? 
Yes. 

Were  those  Men  better  or  worse  fed  in  the  Workhouse  under  the  old  System 
than  they  could  have  been  on  the  Wages  obtained  out  of  it? 

We  never  took  an  able-bodied  Man  into  the  Workhouse  if  he  could  obtam 
Wages  out  of  it ;  if  taken  in,  he  was  kept  a  very  short  Time,  Two  or  Tliree 
Weeks,  or  perhaps  Four. 

During  these  Three  or  Four  Weeks  was  his  Allowance  in  Food  greater  than 
a  Man  who  could  earn  Wages  would  have  ? 
Certainly  not 

You  are  sure  of  that? 
I  am  quite  sure  of  that. 

Supposing  an  able-bodied  Man  driven  to  the  House,  would  the  Food  in  the 
House  have  been  better  or  worse  than  he  could  obtain  out  of  it,  supposing  he 
obtained  Wages  of  7^.  a  Week  ? 

So  much  would  depend  on  the  particular  Circumstances  of  the  Man,  I  cannot 
answer  ihkt  Question. 

Supposing  a  Man  with  Four  Children  to  earn  9*.  a  Week,  1*.  8d.  a  Day, 
at  Task  Work  j  was  the  Quantity  of  Food  given  to  his  Wife  and  Children  and 
,  himself  greater  in  the  House  than  he  couU  have  obtained  for  his  9*.  out  of 
it  under  the  old  System  ? 

It  is  impossible  to  answer  that  Question. 

You  had  no  Dietary  at  all  under  the  old  System  ? 

There  was  an  understood  Dietary,  but  it  was  never  rigidly  acted  on. 

Had  they  as  much  as  they  chose  to  eat  ? 

There  was  an  understood  Quantity  j  I  do  not  remember  a  single  Instance 
of  its  being  exceeded  considerably. 

What  was  that  understood  Quantity  of  Food  ? 
I  cannot  recollect  that 

Was  it  in  Writing  ? 

Yes,  it  was ;  but  I  do  not  bear  it  in  Mind* 

Have  you  never  ascertained  what  it  was  ? 

I  have  ascertained  the  Expense  of  keepine  the  Poor  Year  by  Year,  for  several 
Years  j  but  as  to  determining  the  relative  Quantity  of  Meat  or  Bread,  or  any 
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other  Articles,  I  cannot  I  have  had  no  Means  of  comparing  the  Details  of 
the  Dietary  under  the  old  Sptem  and  under  the  new ;  but  I  have  the  Cost  of 
each. 

What  is  the  Cost  of  each  ? 

This  Paper  is  prepared  very  accurately,  and  will  show  for  Seven  Years,  1829, 
1830,  1831,  1832,  1833,  1834,  and  1835.  I  mtroduced  this  Mode  of  arranging 
the  Parish  Account  that  the  Parishioners  might  be  enabled  to  imderstand  and 
to  check  the  Expenditure  at  all  Times. 

Is  that  your  own  Account? 
It  is. 

Can  you  state  how  many  Persons  (^whom  you  have  taken  the  Average  were 
grown-up  Persons,  and  how  many  of  them  Children  ? 

By  referring  to  another  Documait  I  can.  In  the  Year  1830,  being  desirous 
of  ascertaining  the  Character  and  particular  Circumstances  of  the  People  in  the 
House,.  I  took  the  Age  of  every  Individual,  and  the  Length  of  Time  that  he 
had  been  in  the  House  ;  and  the  List  I  now  produce  is  the  Result.  The  Total 
Number  was  Seventy-four.  The  Ages  of  Thirty  Persons  in  the  House  at  that 
Time  averaged  more  than  Seventy-four  Years  of  Age ;  those  Thirty  were  more 
than  Seventy  Years  of  Age  on  the  Average  before  they  were  admitted  into  the 
House.  There  were  Four  Idiots  and  Lunatics,  Twenty-four  Children,  and 
Sixteen  Persons  of  intermediate  Ages  j  but  I  believe  at  that  Time  there  was  no 
able-bodied  Man  in  the  House. 

Those  Persons  who  were  of  intermediate  Ages  were  Cripples  or  diseased? 
Yes ;  this  I  took  for  my  own  Information  at  the  Time. 

What  do  you  mean  by  the  intermediate  Ages  between  Seventy  as  the  greatest, 
and  what  as  the  lowest  ? 

There  were  Twenty-four  Children  generally  up  to  Eleven ;  there  were  Two 
Instances  of  Children  of  Twelve,  but  they  were  weakly  Children,  that  could 
not  be  got  out.  Those  between  Twelve  and  Seventy  were  mostly  diseased 
in  some  Way. 

The  Statement  is  read  as  follows : 

Statbmekt  of  the  Inmates  of  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  18S0-81,  with  their  respective 
Ages,  the  Length  of  Time  they  had  been  in  the  House,  and  their  Age  on  entering  the 
Workhouse. 


Mr.  John  Bowen, 


Yean  of 

Had  been  in  Uie 

Age  on  entering 

Age. 

House. 

tbe  WorUiouse. 

Tean.  MonthSi 

Tean.  Months. 

Cane,  Barbara            .          .            - 

92 

0         6 

91          6 

Watts,  William           -        - 

88 

12         0 

76         0 

Nurton,  John            -           -            - 

85 

10         0 

75         0 

Parry,  Ann             .            .              - 

80 

7         0 

78        0 

Chinn,  Ann            -            -              - 

79 

12         0 

67        0 

Jenkins                -            .         -        - 

79 

1         6 

77         6 

Nurton,  Sarah        .    - 

79 

10         0 

69        0 

Bevin,  John            _              .            - 

77 

1         6 

75         6 

Rousel),  John             -              -        - 

77 

1         S 

75         9 

Webber,  Robert 

80 

4         0 

76         0 

Walter,  WiUiam 

80 

4         0 

76         0 

Noon,  Thomas 

77 

8         0 

69         0 

Norse,  James            -            -            - 

78 

0         S 

77         9 

Mancbip^  Jane            .            .          - 

76 

10         0 

66        0 

Sparrow,  Margaret 

76 

8    •    0 

68         0 

Long,  William            -            -         - 

7* 

2         0 

72         0 

Le^  Thomas 

74 

0         4 

78        8 

A^ason,  Mary            •         - 

7* 

2         0 

72         0 

Lee,  Mary            -            - 

78 

0         4 

72        8 

Storey,  George 

68 

2         0 

66        0 

Tanner,  Richard            ... 

66 

1         6 

64         6 

Tuck*  Joseph            ... 

68 

8         0 

65        0 

Foster,  Hester           .,          .         - 

'         66 

— 

66         0 
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Ah.  John  Bawen. 


Years  of 

Had  been  in  the 

Age  CD  entering 

Age. 

House. 

the  Workhouse. 

Tens.  Monthi. 

Years.  MonUis. 

Tanner,  Hester 

• 

66 

1         6 

64          6 

Jenkins,  Mary 

- 

67 

1         6 

65         6 

Reed,^Mary 

- 

66 

0         6 

65         6 

Baker,  Catherine 

- 

65 

1         0 

64         0 

Hooper,  Robert 

- 

6S 

0         9 

62         S 

Cridland,  Giles 

- 

63 

0         4 

62         S 

Martin,  Ann 

. 

62 

5         0 

67         0 

Gill,  William 

• 

63 

2         0 

Nearly  blind. 

Olsler,  Catherine 

. 

59 

12         0 

Insane. 

Tunier,  Betsy 

m 

59 

20         0 

Insane. 

Towles,  Elizabeth 

- 

58 

0         5 

— 

Tolbott,  Susan 

• 

58 

0         1 

-* 

Bond,  John 

• 

55 

2         0 

Insane. 

Varman,  Thomas 

• 

55 

8         0 

-. 

Pole,  Thomas 

m 

50 

8         0 

.» 

Bulpin,  Jane 

- 

48 

2         0 

-« 

Tolemtm,  Sarah 

• 

46 

7         0 

— . 

Rowley,  Samuel 

- 

42 

0        1 

— 

Evans            -                -           • 

- 

86 

0         1 

*— 

Millard,  Ann 

. 

S4 

8        0 

.. 

Mounsher,  James 

- 

29 

0        6 

.i» 

Lawrance,  Elizabeth 

- 

29 

0         1 

— . 

Croden,  Joseph 

- 

28 

0         8 

— ^ 

Button,  Sarah 

- 

27 

1         6 

— 

Jennins,  Elizabeth 

- 

26 

0        6 

— 

Till,  Charles 

- 

16 

8         0 

.. 

Siillivan,  Sarah 

- 

15 

0         4 

-^ 

Hunt,  Lucy 

- 

12 

5        0 

— 

GuUiford,  Charles 

- 

11 

1         0 

— 

Headford,  Robert 

- 

12 

0         9 

...• 

Toleman,  Elizabeth 

. 

11 

—^ 

m~~ 

Gulliford 

. 

11 

_ 

... 

Dyer,  Sarah            -    • 

- 

11 

— . 

.-. 

Price,  John 

. 

9 

8         6 

•^ 

Baker,  John 

• 

9 

1         9 

— 

Spriggs,  Isaac 

- 

8 

7        0 

— 

Lindon,  William 

- 

8 

1         0 

..» 

Goose,  Charles 

^ 

H 

2         8 

'*"* 

Cass,  Elizabeth 

• 

7 

1         0 

.. 

Toleman,  Sarah 

* 

8 

■^ 

... 

Lindon,  Aford 

7 

1         0 

-_ 

Goose,  Charles 

m 

7 

S         3 

— 

Hutton,  Jane 

• 

6 

1         6 

— 

GoUop,  Mary  Ann 

,- 

6 

— 

— 

Hunt,  Maria 

• 

5 

■     0    '   7 

— 

Hutton,  William 

• 

4 

1  '     6 

'«. 

Bunt,  William 

- 

8 

■     0        7 

... 

Goose,  Alford 

- 

«i 

*  2        '8 

— 

Hutton,  Elizabeth 

. 

2 

'   1         6 

-^ 

Jennins,  Child 

- 

— 

0         4' 

— 

Lawrancej  Child 

" 

~~" 

"^" 

6         0 

The  aggregate  Ages  of  the  first  SO  Persons  on'  the  List  would  average  nearly  74  Years 
for  each  Person ;  the  Average  A^e  at  which  these  SO  Persons  sought  a  Refuge  in  the 
Workhouse  was  somewhat  more  uan  Three  Score  Years' and  Ten.. 

The  Total  Number  of  Inmates  was  about  1  per  Cent*,  on  the  Population,  and  may  be 
classed  as  follows: 


Idiots  and  Lunatics  •  -  .  «. 

Persons  averaging  nearly  74  Years  of  Age 
Children  .  •  .  .  « 

Persons  of  intermediate  Ages,  most  of  them  disabled 


Total 


4 
SO 
24 
16 

74 


(Signed)        J.  BowBit. 
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Have  you  prepared  any  other  Account  ? 

I  have  prepared  an  Account  of  the  Expense  of  supporting  and  clothing  the 
Inmates  of  the  old  Workhouse,  which  I  beg  to  deliver  ui. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

Expense  of  supporting  and  clothing  the  Inmates  of  the  old  Workhouse  for  Seven  Years. 
(Fractional  Parts  of  Pounds  Sterling  are  omitted  in  the  comparative  Statement.) 


1829. 

18S0. 

1881. 

1832. 

1833. 

1834. 

1835. 

£ 

£ 

je 

je 

je 

je 

je 

Cheese,  Butter,  and  Milk 

75 

72 

62 

74 

74 

69 

69 

Bread  and  Flour 

169 

194 

184 

193 

177 

135 

120 

Butcher's  Meat,  Pigs,  &c. 

1S8 

ISl 

186 

151 

155 

120 

126 

Potatoes,  Peas,  and  Rice 

46 

49 

36 

43 

54 

52 

40 

Groceries            -               -            - 

S9 

4S 

86 

28 

26 

28 

82 

Malt,  Cider,  and  Spirits 

64 

48 

50 

SO 

55 

42 

44 

Soap  and  Candles 

16 

19 

18 

18 

17 

14 

12 

Coals  and  Turf 

82 

42 

29 

28 

34 

34 

33 

Apparel           -            -          -        . 

68 

42 

62 

47 

55 

52 

63 

Shoes,  Leather,  &c.            -            . 

29 

31 

22 

24 

32 

28 

18 

Sundry  House  Bills 

15 

16 

15 

13 

15 

14 

16 

Total  Annual  Amount,  includuig 

the  Fractional  Parts  omitted  - 

685 

687 

656 

674 

698 

590 

578 

Average  Number  of  Persons  in 

the  House,  including  the  Go- 

vernor and  Family 

■74 

76 

78 

86 

83 

78 

73 

Average  Expense  of  each  Person  weekly,  Ss.  gjrf.,  Clothing  excluded;  the  weekly 
Expense  on  the  old  System  was  2s.lld^  for  each  Person.  From  September  1836  to 
March  1837  the  weekly  Expenses  of  each  on  the  new  System  ranged  from  li.  lO^d.  to 
25.  lid.f  being  a  Reduction  of  about  SS  per  Cent. 

(Signe<l)        J.  BowcN. 


Mr,  John  Bowen* 


Among  the  Articles  there  are  Malt,  Cider,  and  Spirits  as  used ;  were  they 
allowed  in  the  old  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

Is  there  any  Malt,  Cider,  or  Spirits  allowed  in  the  Workhouse  now  ? 
Not  any. 

Do  you  think  it  is  a  proper  Thing  that  Malt,  Cider,  or  Spirits  should  be 
allowed  to  the  Paupers  in  the  House  ? 

I  do.  There  were  Thirty  Persons  of  Seventy  Years  of  Age ;  they  had  a 
Pint  of  Beer  every  Day,  and  I  think  that  highly  necessary. 

That  could  not  have  come  to  54/.  a  Year  ? 

There  was  the  Governor  and  his  Family,  Six  Persons,  residing  in  the 
House. 

You  think  it  proper  to  allow  them  Cider  and  Spirits  ;  supposing  the  Malt  and 
Table  Beer  allowed  to  the  old  People,  do  you  think  the  Sums  of  54/.,  43/., 
50*.,  50/.,  55L,  4i2l.9  and  44/.  should  be  expended  on  those  Articles  in  the 
different  Years  ? 

I  have  paid  a  great  deal  of  Attention  to  the  Expenditure  during  some  Time, 
and  I  think  it  could  not  be  safely  reduced.  That  included  the  Wine  and  Spirits, 
in  case  of  extra  Nourishment  required  for  the  Persons  who  were  ill ;  and  what 
Deductions  should  be  made  on  tnat  Account  I  do  not  know. 

If  you  conceive,  in  a  Country  where  they  are  in  a  habit  of  drinking  Malt 
Liquor,  that  it  is  right  Malt  Liquor  should  be  allowed,  do  you  see  any  Reason, 
in  a  Country  where  they  are  in  the  habit  of  drinking  Cider,  why  Cider  should 
not  be  allowed  ? 

I  thmk  not.    I  should  conceive  that  must  depend  upoa  the  former  Habits  of 

the  People,  and  the  relative  Prices  of  the  Articles.    If  we  could  buy  a  Hogshead 
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Mr.  John  Bawen.    of  Cider  for  a  smaller  Sum  than  we  could  buy  Malt  and  brew  a  Hogshead  of 
—      Beer,  Cider  was  used  ;  we  could  buy  Cider  at  30s.  to  40^.  a  HogsheadI 

Sometimes  under  20^.,  could  not  you? 
Sometimes. 

Could  Persons  having  7^,  a  Week  Wages,  and  having  a  Family  of  Seven 
Children,  have  afforded  to  buy  for  themselves  Cider  or  Beer  ? 

I  must  advert  again  to  the  Fact  that  Thirty  of  the  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse 
were  above  Seventy  Years  of  Age,  and  had  no  Means  of  purchasing  a  Cup  of 
Beer  or  any  thing  else. 

Supposing  able-bodied  Men  admitted  into  the  House,  would  they  have  this 
Allowance  of  Beer  ? 

That  would  depend  upon  the  Character  of  the  Men ;  if  they  were  Men  who 
appeared  desirous  of  taking  advantage  of  any  Work  which  offered  they  would 
have  it,  but  if  they  were  considered  Skulkers  they  would  not  have  it. 

When  their  Masters  employ  them  they  have  Three  Pints  of  Beer  a  Day,  have 
not  they  ? 
Yes, 

They  will  then  be  doing  Work,  of  course  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  the  Overseer  for  those  Years  ? 

I  was  the  Overseer  in  1829  and  1830.  The  Magistrates  were  desirous  of  intro- 
ducing a  better  System^  and  their  Clerk  called  to  ask  me  whether  I  would 
undertoke  the  Duty,  seeing  it  was  an  unpleasant  Duty  j  but  they  requested  me 
to  undertake  it-  There  never  had  been  till  that  Period  a  Publication  of  the  Parish 
Accounts ;  I  brought  them  into  that  Form  in  which  they  could  be  presented  to 
the  Parish.  That,  I  believe,  was  the  first  Attempt  at  publishing  the  Parish 
Accounts  of  Bridgwater.  I  was  desirous  to  place  them  imder  the  Lispection  of 
the  Parishioners,  where  they  may  see  the  Expense  of  every  Article ;  and  they 
were  called  upon  by  Advertisement  from  the  Overseers  to  make  any  Observations 
on  the  Expenditure. 

By  means  of  those  Alterations  did  you  reduce  the  Amount  of  Expenditure  in 
the  Workhouse,  and  to  what  Extent  ? 

I  beg  to  observe  that  I  served  in  1829  in  consequence  of  the  Aj)plication 
I  have  already  mentioned.  I  volunteered  to  serve  m  1830.  The  next  Year  I 
was  chosen  unanimously  Churchwarden  ;  and,  from  my  Two  Years  Experience 
ayOverseer,  I  again  served  a  Third  Year.  A  Part  of  the  Fourth  Year  1  served 
for  another  Gentleman.  ' 

Did  you,  in  consequence  of  those  Alterations  you  adopted,  reduce  the  Expen- 
diture of  the  Parish  ? 
I  did. 

To  what  Extent? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  it  to  a  considerable  Extent  ? 

I  do  not  think  the  Amount  was  considerable.  I  found  so  much  Confusion  in 
the  old  Accounts  I  declined  going  into  them. 

Do  you  know  of  your  own  Knowledge  whether  the  Expenditure  in  the  House 
was  reduced  or  not? 
I  know  it  was  reduced. 

Can  you  state  to  what  Extent  it  was  reduced  ? 

No,  1  cannot ;  there  were  no  Documents  existed  before  I  came  into  the 
Office  that  could  be  readily  referred  to. 

Then  how  do  you  know  that  you  reduced  it  ? 

By  reference  to  the  rough  Accounts  which  then  existed. 

How  do  you  know  that  it  was  reduced  at  all  if  you  cannot  state  to  what 
Extent^ 

I  know  as  a  Rate-payer  that  I  used  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  larger  Rates. 

There 
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There  are  other  Things  besides  the  Workhouse,  such  as  Relief  out  g£  the    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
Workhouse,  for  which  Rates  were  raised ;  but  with  respect  to  the  House  itself,       ■ 
have  you  the  Means  of  stating  to  what  Extent  the  Expenditure  was  reduced  ? 

No» 

But  upon  the  whole  you  know  there  was  a  Reduction  ? 

Yes.    I  provided  against  confused  Accounts  for  the  future  by  establishing 
this  Practice.  The  whole  of  the  Expenses  every  Year  after  the  Year  I  came  into     • 
Office  were  regularly  brought  forward. 

Those  Expenses  are  of  different  Descriptions ;  first,  the  Expense  of  Paupers 
in  the  House ;  then  the  Expense  of  Establishment ;  then  the  Pay  for  the  Out- 
paupers,  whidi  appears  by  rar  the  largest  Sum ;  then  you  have  Contingencies 
and  other  Expenses,  which  includes  Law  ? 

Yes. 

How  do  you  know  that  the  Decrease  in  the  Rates  was  not  in  consequence  of 
less  Money  being  paid  for  the  Out-door  Paupers  and  those  other  Contingencies, 
and  not  to  a  Reduction  of  the  Expenses  of  the  House? 

I  can  offer  no  Proof  of  it,  except  my  own  Conviction  and  my  Understanding 
at  the  Time.  It  was  supposed  there  had  been  Jobbing  and  Trickery  for- 
merly carried  on  in  the  House.  The  present  Clerk  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Under- 
down,  was  the  Assistant  Overseer  at  the  Time  I  was  in  Office,  and  he  can  speak 
more  particularly.  My  Desire  was  to  present  the  Accounts  to  the  Parishioners 
in  such  a  Manner  as  to  bring  them  under  their  Control. 

At  the  Time  you  were  Overseer  you  were  a  Spirit  Merchant  ? 
No. 

When  did  you  b^n  to  be  a  Spirit  Merchant  ? 
About  Rve  Years  since. 

That  would  be  in  1834  ? 
Yes,  thereabouts. 

You  are  quite  sure  you  did  not  supply  the  House  with  Spirits  at  that  Time  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  o£  that. 

You  began  the  Wine  and  Spirit  Business  after  the  Failure  of  the  Calcutta 
Banks? 

After  the  Failure  of  the  House  of  Alexander  and  Company,  and  other  Indian 
Houses  ;  but  nothing  would  have  induced  me  to  supply  any  of  those  Articles. 

You  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Supplv  of  Malt  or  Cider  or  Spirits  ? 
Malt  or  Cider  I  never  dealt  in ;  but  the  Quantity  of  Spirits  would  have  been 
so  small  that  it  might  have  been  supplied  without  my  being  aware  of  it. 

You  must  have  been  aware  whether  the  Parish  were  your  Customers  or 
not? 

Not  to  my  Knowledge  at  that  Time. 

You  must  know  who  your  Customers  were ;  were  the  Parish  your  Custo- 
mers or  not? 

I  think  I  shall  not  be  considered  wanting  in  Respect  to  this  Committee  when 
I  avow  myself  to  have  been  as  fully  detemuned  not  to  make  my  Office  a  Source 
of  Profit  as  any  Gentleman  whatever. 

Were  the  Parish,  or  not.  Customers  to  you  for  Spirits  ? 

To  the  best  of  my  Knowledge  they  were  not ;  but  it  is  imnossible  for  me  to 
answer  that  Question  decisively.  I  know  that  the  Board  of  Guardians  are  at 
present. 

You  cannot  tell  whether  they  were  at  the  Time  yoii  were  Overseer  ? 
I  doubt  whether  the  Parish  paid  3/.  a  Year  for  Spirits  at  that  Time. 

Have  you  the  Means  of  dividing  those  Articles  of  Wine,  Cider,  and  Spirits  ? 
I  have  not ;  but  Mr.  Underdown  may  be  able  to  do  it 

Who  attended  to  the  Care  of  the  Wine  ? 
The  Assistant  Overseer. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.       Was  he  resident  in  the  Workhouse? 

—  He  was  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  j  and  I  hud  down  a  rigid  Rule^  from 

which  I  never  departed,  that  he  might  purchase  Articles  from  whoever  he 
pleased.  I,  or  another  Overseer,  always  examined  that  they  were  properly 
charged. 

Who  passed  his  Accounts  ? 

The  Overseers  and  Churchwardens. 

Did  the  Overseers  and  Churchwardens  check  the  Quantity  of  Butcher's  Meat 
and  so  forth,  witii  the  Names  of  the  Persons  who  supplied  it  ? 
I  conceive  not 

Were  you  able  to  know  by  any  Means  what  Quantity  of  Butcher's  Meat  or 
other  Food  was  the  common  Diet  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  must  again  say  there  was  an  understood  Quantity ;  but  I  believe  the 
Assistant  Overseer  never  weighed  the  Meat  out  to  the  roor  while  I  knew  the 
House. 

Do  you  mean  an  understood  Quantity  for  their  Consumption  for  the  Week  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  that  Quantity  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

So  much  a  Head  ? 

I  suppose  it  was  so  calculated.  I  have  regularly  attended  the  House  myself, 
and  frequentiy  seen  the  People  dine. 

You  cannot  tell  what  Quantity  of  Meat  per  Head  was  allowed  to  each 
Pauper  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  cannot. 

Nor  of  any  other  Thing  ? 

I  cannot  I  believe  there  never  was  a  rigid  Allowance ;  if  there  was  an 
Allowance  it  was  not  rigidly  acted  on. 

Under  those  Circumstances  were  the  Paupers  in  the  House  bettCT  fed  or 
^orse  fed  than  Persons  in  their  own  Class  out  of  the  House  ? 

There  are  no  Persons  of  their  own  Class  but  of  the  House ;  they  were  generally 
taken  in  in  an  extreme  Case  to  save  them  from  starving. 

Did  you  feed  them,  when  in  the  House,  as  well  or  better  than  they  would 
have  been  fed,  supposing  them  to  have  been  well,  and  on  full  Wages  ? 

I  cannot  suppose  them  to  have  been  well  and  on  full  Wages ;  they  were 
Persons  upwards  of  Seventy  Years  of  Age. 

Comparing  their  Food  with  that  of  Persons  who  were  well  and  on  full  Wages ; 
was  the  Allowance  given  to  those  in  the  Workhouse  greater  than  that  which 
Persons  receiving  fuU  Wages  out  of  the  House  would  have  received  ? 

If  that  Question  were  applied  to  a  particular  Age  I  might  answer  it 

Take  the  Case  of  able-bodied  Men  ? 

I  suppose  the  old  People  in  the  House  had  about  the  same  as  the  able-bodied 
Men  would  have  been  able  to  get  out  of  it. 

Who  was  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time  ? 
Mr.  Underdown,  the  present  ClerL     I  considered  it  my  Duty  to  keep  those 
Persons  comfortably,  but  not  to  permit  any  thing  to  be  wasted. 

Did  you  give  them  more  than  you  tiiought  was  necessary  to  support  them  ? 
Certainly  not,  in  Health  and  Strength  ;  and  the  Result  showed  it  was  so. 

You  gave  them  Cider  and  Beer,  dependent  upon  their  Clmracter,  and  not 
upon  what  was  necessary  to  support  them  ? 

I  beg  your  Lordship's  Pardon.  I  believe  my  Answer  will  be  found  to  be 
that  the  old  Persons  generally  received  a  Pint  of  Table  Beer  a  Day.  I  was 
asked  then,  whether  an  able-bodied  Man  would  receive  that  Allowance,  and  I 
stated,  that  if  he  was  a  Man  of  good  Character  he  might  be  allowed  a  JPint  of 
Table  Beer,  but  that  if  there  was  the  smallest  Ground  for  believing  that  he  was 
a  Skulker  he  would  not  be  allowed  it 

Do 
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Do  you  not  think  it  right  to  aUow  those  Men  of  good  Character  more  than    Mr.  John  Bcwen. 

thoae  who  were  Skulkers  ? 

Undoubtedly. 

You  say  you  kept  the  People  comfortable ;  but  you  say  there  were  no  able- 
bodied  Persons  in  the  House  ? 
Yes,  I  may  say  that. 

Were  there  any  Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  Age  ? 

Tfeere  ^ere  Two  ChiMrea  of  Twdve^  One  of  Rfteen  and  One  of  Sixteen. 

Were  all  the  Men  of  Thuty-six,  Thirty-four,  Twenty-nine,  Twenty^ght, 
Twenty-seven,  ahd  TilvOTty-six,  Men  who  had  met  with  Accidents  ? 
Between  Kfty  and  Sixty ;  there  were  Ten  di^ased  j  One  was  an  Idiot 

All  able-bodied  Paupers  who  applied  you  never  took  into  the  Workhouse,  but 
gave  them  Relief  out  of  it? 
Yes. 

Was  that  an  universal  Rule  ? 

It  was  the  general  Rule ;  and  I  do  not  recollect  more  than  Two  or  Three 
Exceptions  to  it 

You  never  in  those  Days  said  to  Paupers,  "  No,  we  will  not  give  you  any 
Relief  but  you  may  come  mto  the  Workhouse  if  you  like**  ? 
Yes ;  that  was  said  to  several  Persons. 

Did  they  come  into  the  Workhouse  ? 

No ;  for  that  was  never  said  when  there  was  the  smallest  Chance  of  their 
coming  into  the  Workhouse  j  it  was  said  only  when  we  knew  the  Persons  were 
Impostors. 

You  mean  Persons  who  were  Skulkers  ? 
Yes. 

In  every  other  Case,  if  the  able-bodied  Labourer  got  into  Difficulties  he  had 
Money  or  Relief  in  Kind  out  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

Did  any  Disposition  exist  then  on  the  Part  of  the  Labourers  to  go  into  the 
Workhouse  ? 

No ;  a  strong  Disposition  to  the  contrary.  I  know  one  Case  of  a  Man  being 
takai  intQ  the  Worknouse,  and  excused  from  Work  in  consequence  of  his  having 
been  a  respectable  Man,  the  Son  of  a  respectable  Tradesman ;  he  had  been  in  the 
Army,  and  became  dissipated.  He  was  so  much  affected  by  coming  into  the  House 
I  thought  we  had  a  Hope  of  saving  him.  He  was  kept  there  for  some  Weeks, 
and  afterwards  left  the  House,  and  is  living  very  respectably  as  a  Schooln\aster. 

You  never  did  apply  the  Workhouse  as  a  Test  of  Destitution  as  it  is  now 
used  ? 

We  did  not  apply  it  in  the  same  Way  as  at  present ;  it  was  always  applied 
by  us  as  a  Test,  not  of  Destitution,  but  of  Imposition.  In  a  small  Cprnmunity 
it  is  very  easy  to  discover  whether  a  Man  is  destitute. 

Were  any  of  those  able-bodied  Labourers  continued  any  Length  of  Time  on 
the  Poor  Rates  out  of  the  House? 
I  think  not 

For  a  Year  together  ? 

Those  Men  with  large  Families  might  have  been  so,  but  very  few. 

Do  you  mean  that  very  few  able-bodied  Men  continued  to  receive  Rdief  out 
of  the  House  for  a  Year? 
No,  not  a  Year. 

Do  you  believe  a  Labourer  could  support  a  large  Family  without  somo 
Assistance  ? 
I  think  the  Porters  in  Bridgwater  can  do  so. 

Not  Agricultural  Labourers  ? 
No. 
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Mr.  Jofm  Bowen.       They  must  either  receive  Relief  or  starve  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  not  endeavour  to  find  Employment  for  them  before  you  afforded 
them  Relief? 
We  did. 

You  were  understood  to  say  that  the  independent  Labourer  improved  his 
LiveUhood  by  unfair  Means ;  did  you  refer  to  any  particular  Means  ? 

No ;  I  meant  to  sa^  lliat  Persons  who  were  at  large  have  Means  of  improving 
their  Livelihood  not  m  the  Power  of  Persons  under  Restraint. 

What  is  your  Reason  for  saying  that  the  Diet  in  the  Workhouse  now  is  not 
sufiicient  for  the  Paupers  in  it? 
The  Death  Book,  I  think,  will  show  that 

You  mean  to  say  the  Effect  of  the  Gruel  ? 

The  Effect  of  the  Gruel  and  the  Change  of  Diet. 

Which  brought  on  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  looked  at  the  Amount  of  Deaths  lately  ? 

I  would  beg  to  be  understood  as  giving  no  (Opinion  upon  the  Diet  used  at 
present.  I  have  not  attended  the  Workhouse  since  June,  and  would  wish  not 
to  enter  into  that 

Has  there  been  any  Alteration  ? 
The  Diet  was  changed  in  May  1837« 

That  was  before  you  left  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  find  great  Fault  with  that  Change  ? 
It  was  a  very  desirable  Change. 

Was  that  after  the  Appearance  of  the  Diarrhoea? 
It  was. 

Was  there  any  Alteration  in  their  Health  after  that  Change  ? 
The  Health  of  the  People  improved  materially. 

Do  you  know  whether  the  Health  of  the  People  has  continued  good  since 
that? 

It  has  not. 

To  what  do  you  attribute  that  Change  in  the  State  of  their  Health  ? 
In  the  first  place  many  Persons  had  relapsed  who  were  previously  affected 
with  the  Diarrhoea ;  the  Diarrhoea  returned. 

You  s^  when  the  Change  took  place  in  May  1837  their  Health  imjuroved 
on  the  Change ;  have  you  compared  the  Diet  Table  used  before  and  after  that 
Change  ? 

I  did  at  the  Time. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  Diet  on  which  they  improved  was  a  lower  Diet  than 
that  they  had  left? 

I  was  present  at  the  Time,  but  I  took  no  Part  in  forming  that  Dietary. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  new  Diet  on  which  you  s^  they  improved  is  a  lower 
Diet  than  that  on  which  you  say  their  Health  was  affected  ? 

I  cannot  answer  that  Question.  According  to  the  particular  Times,  and  the 
Observations  which  were  appUcable  to  the  Dietary,  the  present  is  one  which 
appears  to  agree  better  with  the  People. 

Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a  smaller  Quantity  of  Food  supplied  in  the 
Dietary  on  which  you  say  they  improved  than  that  on  which  you  say  they  did 
not  improve  ? 

I  am  aware  that  there  is  a  smaUer  Quantity  of  Meat,  and  peiiiaps  a  Double 
Quantity  of  Potatoes ;  but  I  conceive  that  when  they  come  to  reckon  by  Ounces 
in  their  Allowance  to  Men  of  Seventy  Years  of  Age  it  will  not  answer. 

'  Do 
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Do  you  conceive  that  the  People  of  Seventy  Years  of  Age  were  injured  by    Mr.Joim  Bowen. 
the  Diet  Table  being  calculated  m  that  Way  ?  ^  — 

I  think  the  Death  Book  will  prove  that  the  Diet  was  unfavourable  to 
them. 

That  it  produced  Illness  ? 
Yes- 
Did  the  Medical  Officers  ever  complain  of  it  ? 
They  did. 

When? 

I  do  not  recollect  the  Date ;  there  is  a  Letter  from  Mr.  King,  dated  the 
25th  of  October. 

Was  not  it  immediately  changed  upon  that  Complaint  being  made  ? 
I  was  not  at  the  Time  a  Member  of  the  Board,  and  therefore  I  cannot  speak 
on  my  own  Knowledge. 

Do  you  not  know  that  there  is  a  Note,  at  the  Foot  of  the  Diet  Table,  that 
Persons  above  Sixty  Years  of  Age  may  be  fed  according  to  the  Will  of  the 
Medical  Officers  ? 

No }  there  is  not  such  a  Note,  I  believe. 

Do  you  not  know  that  sick  Persons  may  be  fed  according  to  the  Regulations 
crf'the  Medical  Officers? 

I  know  that  a  sick  Person  may  be  fed  according  to  the  R^ulations  of  the 
Medical  Officers,  but  not  old  Persons  who  are  not  sick ;  they  may  receive  Tea 
instead  of  Gruel. 

You  state  that  there  has  been  considerable  Reduction  in  the  Expense  of 
maintaining  the  Poor  ;  to  what  do  you  attribute  that  ? 
To  a  Reduction  in  the  Allowances. 

Is  the  Allowance  now  reduced  below  what  it  ought  to  be  ? 
I  conceive  it  is  materially. 

There  appear  .to  have  been  Charges  generally  for  Beer,  Cider,  and  Spirits; 
you  say  the  old  Persons  were  allowed  a  Pint  of  feeer  per  Day  ? 

Yes  J  and  more  too,  if  it  was  necessary  for  their  Health  ;  that  was  the  usual 
AJlowance. 

Can  you  state  what  was  the  Cost  to  the  Parish  per  Pint  or  per  Gallon  for 
that  Beer? 

No ;  I  cannot  separate  the  Beer  allowed  for  the  Poor  from  the  Wine  and 
Spirits  allowed  to  the  Sick,  imd  the  Consumption  of  the  Governor  of  the 
Workhouse  and  his  Family ;  those  Things  were  placed  at  his  Disposal. 

Can  you  state  what  was  the  Price  of  such  Beer  as  had  been  supplied  to  the 
Workhouse  per  Gallon  ? 
I  cannot 

Was  it  brewed  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

Ye9 }  the  Governor  superintended  the  brewing  it 

How  many  Bushels  to  a  Barrel  ? 

I  cannot  say  ;  strange  to  say,  I  never  tasted  it. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  you  were  the  only  one  who  did  not  taste  it  ? 
I  do  not  mean  to  impute  any  Blame  to  the  other  Officers,  but  I  was  so 
desirQus  of  administering  the  Fund  rigidly  that  I  never  tasted  it. 

Then  you  do  not  know  whether  it  was  good  ? 

No. 

Has  there  not  been  a  great  l&ving  in*  legal  Expenses  since  the  new 
Law? 

I  think  there  is  not  Room  for  a  Difference  of  Opinion  that  there  has  been 
great  Improvement  in  the  Law  of  Settlement ;  but  that  I  take  to  have  no 
necessary  Connexion  with  the  new  Poor  Law. 
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Mr.  John  Bewen.       Has  there  not  been  any  great  Saving  in  X^af^l  £«pw9ei»  under  tbe  new 

^" Law? 

There  has,  generally. 

The  only  Saving  has  not  been  in  the  withdrawing  the  Allowances,  but  the 
Lawyers  have  got  much  less  than  they  used  to  do  ? 

The  Paper  before  your  Lordships  will  show  how  much  they  used  to  get  put 
of  that  Parish. 

They  do  not  get  as  much  smce  ? 

I  think  they  have  got  much  more,  in  consequence  of  the  bad  Management 
of  the  Board  with  regard  to  the  Medical  Men ;  about  470/.  have  been  expended 
in  contesting  the  Medical  Accounts. 

That  was  owing  to  the  unfortunate  Disagreement  between  the  Board  and  the 
Medical  Men  ? 

Yes }  and  the  old  Expenses  were  in  consequence  of  some  Disagreement  or 
other. 

Are  you  connected  with  the  Press  ? 
I  am  not 

Have  you  been  connected  with  the  Press  ? 

I  have  written  these  Pamphlets,  but  not  for  Profit. 

Have-you  not  been  connected  with  a  local  Newspaper  ? 
Yes ;  but  not  for  any  pecuniary  Consideration. 

How  do  you  mean  not  pecuniarily  ? 

I  will  explain  if  it  is  wished,  but  I  did  not  expect  to  be  questioned  ixfoa 
that  Point.    I  will  not  decline  answering  any  Question. 

Have  you  had  any  Share  in  any  local  Paper,  or  been  employed  in  it  in  any 
Way? 

Yes ;  but  it  never  was  done  by  me  in  any  way  for  Pro6t.  I  never  received 
a  Farthing  from  any  Newspaper.  In  consequence  of  an  Attempt  to  revolu- 
tionize the  State,  I,  with  several  other  Persons,  established  a  Paper  called  The 
Bridgwater  Alfred,  and  I  took  the  Conduct  of  that  Paper  upon  myself,  but 
I  never  receivied  One  Farthing  from  it. 

It  did  not  turn  out  a  very  profitable  Speculation? 

I  beg  to  say  it  was  not  undertaken  as  a  Speculation,  but  undertaken  to  assist 
in  upholding  certain  Principles  which  were  believed  to  be  essential  to  the 
Preservation  of  Church  and  State,  and  I  acted  as  Editor. 

Are  you  connected  in  any  Manner  with  the  Times  Newspaper? 
Not  at  all  J  I  have  written  in  it  very  freq]uentiy ;  I  have  no  other  Connexicm 
with  it 

Have  you  been  connected  with  the  Dorset  County  Chronicle  ? 
I  have  written  in  it  very  frequentiy  ;  but  I  have  never  written  One  Word 
in  that  or  any  other  Paper  which  I  am  not  disposed  to  acknowledge. 

Did  you  put  your  Name  to  every  thing  you  did  write? 

It  is  not  the  rractice  to  put  the  Name  to  an  editorial  Article. 

Did  your  Letters  have  your  Name  to  them  ? 

The  Twelve  Letters  published,  and  on  your  Lordships  Table,  are  known 
to  be  mine  j  they  have  my  Name,  and  I  am  accountable  for  every  line  in 
them. 

When   you  say  the  Allowances  have   been   reduced,    do  you  mean  the 
Allowances  given  within  the  House,  or  given  out  of  the  House  ? 
Both. 

You  have  drawn  the  Attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  Bate,  .which  had 
been  stated  as  the  Rate  of  Labour  in  the  Union,  of  7**  for  Day  Labour ;  were 
not  Allowances  giv^i  generally  to  Labourers  with  large  Families  before  the 
new  System  ? 

The  Allowance  System  is  a  System  I  know  nothing  of.  It  was  never 
introduced  into  Bridgwater  ;  but  1  believe  in  some  of  the  surrounding  Parishes 
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it  ^BTas  $  in  others  net  I  would  never  administer  the  Voot  Latr  on  the  Allowance    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
Scale  J  I  take  it  to  be  a  very  bad  Thing*  ■ 

Was  there  any  Case  m  Bridgwater  where  a  Man  in  constant  Work  had 
Relief  likewise  from  the  IWish  ? 

Yes ;  there  were  such  Cases ;  but  they  were  not  Cases  on  any  Scale  by  which 
it  was  laid  down  that  a  Man  having  Three,  Four,  or  Five  Children  should 
receive  such  Relief;  he  received  Relief  according  to  the  View  the  Parish 
Officers  took  of  all  the  Cirdimstmices  of  his  individual  Case* 

The  Parish  Officers  were  the  only  Persons  who  could  judge  of  that  ? 

There  were  Four  Overseers,  Four  Churchwardens  ;  and,  to  obtain  in 
addition  as  much  Information  as  we  could  do,  we  had  the  Names  of  the 
Paupers  written  out  quarterly  and  exposed,  with  an  Invitation  to  the  Parish- 
ioners  to  give  Information  on  the  Case  of  any  Pauper  they  considered 
improperly  placed  on  that  List. 

Probably  the  Allowance  you  gave  was  with  reference  to  the  NunAer  of  Chil- 
dren,  though  not  upon  any  exact  Scale  ? 

Certainly  it  would  have  reference  to  that,  for  the  Necessity  would  generally  be 
aec^>rding  to  the  Number  of  the  Family;  but  I  consider  it  a  very  bad  Rule  to  lay 
down  that  any  Man  should  have  a  Claim  to  Relief  founded  on  the  Number  of 
his  Family. 

You  mean  to  say  there  was  no  Magistrates  Scale  ? 
Yes. 

When  this  was  fixed  did  tbe  Four  Overseers  and  Churchwardens  meet  and 
consult  upon  that  Subject,  or  was  it  done  by  you  ? 

During  the  whole  Time  I  was  Overseer  mere  was  an  Assistant  Overseer ;  he 
was  also  Collector  of  Rates.  The  Overseers,  as  many  of  them  as  oould  make  it 
convenient,  attended  the  Parish  Pay  Table ;  and  they,  with  the  Assistance  of 
the  Assistant  Overseer,  determined  the  Rate  of  Relie£ 

Generally  speaking,  how  many  were  there  there  ? 

I  should  think  generafly  Three  or  Four  j  but  if  there  was  any  doubtful  Case  it 
was  referred. 

They  relied  principally  on  the  Assistant  Overseer  for  that  Information  ? 
I  do  not  thmk  they  did ;  there  were  Eight  Persons  residing  in  the  Town 
scattered  here  and  there,  and  they  knew  the  People  themselves. 

Every  one  of  them  was  interested  in  keeping  the  Rates  down? 
Yes.    I  do  not  mean  to  say  they  were  never  deceived  j  they  were  some- 
times. 

Perhaps  you  will  make  the  same  Observation  with  respect  to  the  Guardians  ; 
do  you  think  they  were  sometimes  deceived  in  the  same  Way  ? 
Tliey  must  be,  to  a  much  greater  Extent. 

Why  must  th^  be  ? 

Because  the  Guardians  of  the  Parish  may  not  be  present,  and  the  Board  of 
Guardians  may  determine  the  Amount  of  Relief  without  knowing  any  thing  of 
the  particular  Case. 

Win  you  stale  any  particular  Instances  in  which  they  have  been  deceived  ? 
I  cannot. 

You  come  to  that  Conclusion  from  the  Supposition  that  they  might  be  deceived, 
not  that  they  have  been  ? 

It  is  an  Answer  growing  out  of  the  Course  of  Things* 

It  is  good  in  Theory,  but  you  do  not  know  how  it  is  in  Practice  ? 
It  is  the  Case,  I  conceive. 

Are  you  of  opinion  that  the  making  the  Workhouse  the  Test  of  Pauperism  has 
not  the  Effect  of  preventing  those  Mistakes  upon  their  Part? 

Any  Test  might  have  that  Effect,  but  it  may  produce  more  Mischief  than 
Good. 
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Mu  John  Bowen.       Do  not  the  Relieving  Officers  bring  the  Case  before  the  Board,  and  state  to  ihe 
— —       Board  the  Result  of  their  Inquiry  ? 

I  might  state  that  the  Assistant  Overseer  was  present  at  our  Deliberations 
as  Overseer.  It  is  impossible  for  the  Relieving  Officer  to  have  more  Knowledge 
of  the  District  than  the  Assistant  Overseer  has ;  taking  the  Assistant  Overseer 
to  be  a  Set-off  to  the  Relieving  Officer,  the  Guardians  of  the  individual  ParisI) 
may  or  not  be  in] Attendance. 

What  did  you  pay  your  Assistmit  Overseer  ? 
j€*100  a  Year. 

Was  he  prohibited  from  doing  any  thing  else  ? 
He  did  not  do  any  thing  else. 

Was  he  prohibited  from  doing  any  thing  else  ? 

There  was  a  Contract  drawn  up  by  a  professional  Man,  and  I  believe  it  was 
to  that  Effect. 

Had  he  100/.  a  Year  besides  his  Residence  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

He  had  100/^  a  Year  as  Assistant  Overseer,  and  the  Residence  of  the  Work- 
house in  considei*ation  of  his  residing  within  the  Workhouse ;  and  his  Wife 
acting  as  Matron,  and  receiving  no  Sdary,  they  had  their  Living  in  the  Work- 
house. 

He  had  plenty  to  do  in  the  Workhouse  in  keeping  Order  and  Cleanliness, 
had  not  he  ? 

No,  I  think  not ;  it  was  very  easy  to  manage  Thirty  Persons  upwards  of 
Seventy  Years  of  Age,  and  Thirty  or  'Forty  others  j  there  were  a  Number  of 
Children. 

Who  taught  those  Children ;  did  they  receive  any  Instruction  there  ? 
They  were  taught  by  a  Pauper  in  the  House. 

Were  they  regularly  taught  by  this  Pauper  in  the  House  j  was  there  a  regular 
School  established  ? 

They  were  as  regularly  taught  under  the  old  System  as  they  were  under  the 
new  for  the  First  Year ;  but  I  am  afraid  it  was  not  very  regular  in  either 
Case. 

Are  they  better  taught  now  ? 
I  believe  they  are. 

Had  not  yeur  Assistant  Overseer  to  collect  the  Rates  ? 
Yes.    The  present  Relieving  Officer  has  not ;  but  he  has  much  more  onerous 
Duties  to  attend  to ;  has  a  much  larger  District  to  attend  to.       ^ 

What  is  the  Population  in  the  Nine  Parishes  of  your  Union  ? 
28,000. 

You  have  Four  Relieving  Officers  for  28,000? 

Yes. 

You  had  before  One  Assistant  Overseer  for  a  Population  of  8,000,  whose 
Duty  it  was  to  manage  the  Workhouse  and  collect  the  Rates  ? 

Yes. 

At  present  the  Relieving  Officer  has  nothing  to  do  but  to  inquire  into  the 
Circumstances  of  the  different  Persons  who  apply  for  Relief? 

No. 

How  many  Guardians  have  you  for  the  Parish  of  Bridgwater  ? 
Jive. 

Do  you  suppose  therd  has  ever  been  a  Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Guardians 
without  having  One  Guardian  out  of  the  Five  present? 

I  do  not  say  there  was }  but  I  think  that  the  Application  from  some  Parish 
may  be  brought  under  Consideration  without  One  of  the  Guardians  for  that 

E articular  Parish  being  present.  Bridgwater  is  only  One  Parish  out  of  Forty ; 
ut  I  would  beg  Leave  to  say,  referring  to  the  Duty  of  the  Assistant  Overseer 
and  the  Relieving  Officer,  that  the  Assistant  Overseer  is  compensated  for  in  the 
Parish  by,  the  Relieving  Officer,  except  that  they  have  to  go  to  a  great 
Extent. 
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Do  you  conceive  the  Relieving  Officer,  having  only  the  Duties  of  the  Relief   Mr.  John  Bowen. 

of  the  Poor  to  attend  to,  is  not  quite  as  well  qualified  to  do  that  Duty  as  the      — ■ 

Assistant  Overseer,  who  had  to  manage  the  Workhouse  ? 

Certainly  not.  The  Assistant  Overseer  was  alwavs  at  his  Post,  where  the 
Paupers  could  get  at  him,  whereas  the  Relieving  Omcer  of  the  District  has  to 
go  to  different  Parishes  in  the  Neighbourhood ;  and  allots  certain  Days  in  the 
Week  for  that  Purpose.  I  believe  he  is  in  Bridgwater  only  One  Day  besides 
the  Board  Day. 

Do  you  know  how  many  Parishes  he  has  under  his  Care  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

You  conceive  that  the  Assistant  Overseer  acted  then  the  same  Part  that  the 
Relieving  Officer  does  now, — that  he  made  the  Inquiries  ? 
Yes ;  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  legal  Distinction. 

The  Question  is  as  to  the  Fact  ? 

The  Assistant  Overseer  was  told  it  was  an  essential  Part  of  his  Duty  to  make 
himself  well  acquainted  with  the  Circumstances  of  each  Person  of  the  Parish 
who  applied  for  Relief. 

Then  the  Churchwardens  and  Overseers,  in  allotting  Relief,  depended  upon 
his  Information,  and  not  upon  their  own  Knowledge  ? 
No  ;  they  depended  on  both. 

Each  of  those  Persons  was  well  acquainted  with  Bridgwater? 

jlCS. 

In  case  at  the  Board  there  are  not  Guardians  from  Bridgwater  they  can  know 
nothing  about  the  Applicants  from  other  Parishes ;  they  must  depend  on  the 
Information  of  other  Persons  ? 

Yes. 

There  are  Five  Guardians  for  Bridgwater  ? 

Yes ;  but  the  greater  Part  of  the  Parishes  have  only  One  Guardian  from 
each. 

From  the  Parish  of  Bridgwater  there  are  Five  Guardians  ? 

Yes. 

Are  there  not  at  the  present  Time  Four  Churchwardens  and  Four  Overseers 
in  the  Parish  of  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Are  you  not  aware  that  the  Act  of  Parliament  allows  those  Churchwardens 
and  Overseers,  in  case  of  Necessity,  to  give  Relief? 

I  am  aware  of  the  Fact,  but  I  believe  they  very  seldom  act  upon  it. 

It  would  be  their  Duty  to  act  upoiKfcif  they  thought  fit,  would  it  not  ? 
There  is  a  great  M isunderstandmg  of  the  Liaw. 

You  have  no  Doubt  of  the  Fact? 

No ;  I  should  act ;  but  when  I  have  desired  the  Overseer  to  act  in  some 
Cases,  he  was  all  trembling,  afraid  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  and  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners. 

Who  is  the  Relievmg  Officer  of  Bridgwater? 
His  Name  is  Newman. 

At  present  the  Poor  of  Bridgwater  have  Four  Churchwardens,  Four  Over- 
seers, Five  Guardians,  and  One  Relieving  Officer  to  apply  to  ? 
Yes. 

How  many  Magbtrates  having  Jurisdiction  reside  within  the  Parish  of  Bridg- 
water  ? 

I  do  not  think  there  are  more  than  Two. 

Those  Two  also  have  Power,  in  Cases  of  Emergency,  of  attending  ta  the 
Complaints  of  the  Poor,  and  have  the  Power,  whenever  they  think  proper,  to 
visit  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes.  Your  Lordship  knows  much  better  than  I  do  that  that  Power  is  so 
limited,  and  liable  to  be  so  diffigrently  read,  that  some  even  of  the  Metropolitan 
Magistrates  have  refused  to  interfere  j  and  I  do  not  know  that  our  Magistrates 
have  ever  ordered  Relief. 
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Mr.  j0hn  Bowen.        Where  does  Mr.  Newman  live  ? 
•~~~—  It  was  a  Condition,  on  his  Appointment,  that  he  was  to  reside  at  Bridg- 

water. 

Does  he  reside  at  Bridgwater  ? 
He  does. 

What  else  has  he  in  his  District  besides  the  Town  of  Bridgwater  ? 
I  do  not  recollect ;  the  Books  will  show. 

Does  he  attend  more  than  One  Day  in  Bridgwater  ? 

T  understand  he  attends  there  One  Day  besides  the  Board  Day. 

Is  not  he  there  every  Day? 

He  is  there  Morning  and  Evening. 

Have  not  the  Paupers  the  Means  of  applying  to  him  every  Day  ? 
Yes,  if  they  happen  to  be  in  Distress  m  the  Morning  or  Evening. 

Though  he  may  be  absent  some  Parts  of  the  Day,  they  have  the  Means  of 
applying  any  Morning  or  Evening  ? 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  all  the  other  Five  Days  he  is  out  of  the  Parish  ? 

His  Duties  were,  as  I  believe,  pointed  out  to  him,  that  he  was  to  be 
there  One  Day  in  the  Week,  and  the  other  Days  to  go  into  the  other  Dis- 
tricts. 

Can  you  state  where  the  Instructions  which  the  Relieving  Officer  received 
are  to  be  found  ? 
I  cannot. 

One  of  the  Conditions  was  that  he  was  to  reside  in  Bridgwater,  and  you  know 
that  he  does  reside  in  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Then  he  is  every  Day  in  the  Week  accessible  to  every  Pauper  in  Bridg- 
water ? 

Yes. 

He  is  there  One  Day  besides  the  Board  Day,  which  is  the  Day  for  paying 
the  Paupers  ? 

Yes ;  he  is  Two  Days  in  the  Week  in  Bridgwater,  to  the  best  of  my  Recol- 
lection. 

What  does  he  do  upon  those  Two  Days  ? 

I  suppose  on  the  First  of  those  Two  Days  he  pays  the  Poor,  but  I  do  not- 
know  that  he  does,  and  the  other  Day  he  attends  the  Board. 

Under  the  old  System  how  were  the  Poor  better  off  with  respect  to  obtaining 
Relief  when  they  wanted  it  with  only  the  Assistant  Overseer  ? 
They  had  the  whole  of  the  Churchwardens  and  the  Overseers. 

May  not  they  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  Churchwardens  and  Overseers 
now  ? 

Yes,  no  Doubt  they  may. 

And  if  a  Person  is  in  urgent  Distress  may  not  the  Churchwardens  and 
Overseers  give  him  Relief? 

Yes ;  but  they  read  the  Word  "  urgent "  very  differently. 

Suppose  they  do  not  give  it,  and  the  Relieving  Officer  is  resident  in  Bridg- 
water, would  it  not  be  possible  for  them  to  say  Mr.  Newman  lives  in  Bridgwater, 
you  must  go  to  him  ? 

Yes. 

How  far  would  they  have  to  go  ? 
Perhaps  Haifa  Mile. 

How  far  is  Chedzoy  from  Bridgwater ;  that  is  in  the  District  ? 
Perhaps  Three  Miles  to  the  Extremity  of  the  Parish. 

The  nearest  Part  of  the  Parish  ? 
A  Mile  and  a  Half. 

Is 
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Is  there  a  Village  there  ?                                                                                      Mr.  John  Bmeiu 
There  is  a  Church  and  a  Village.  ' 

How  far  is  it  to  the  Church  ? 

I  really  cannot  say  i  about  Two  Miles ;  perhaps  a  Quarter  of  a  Mile  more  or 
less. 

Wembdon  Church,  how  far  is  that? 
Perhaps  a  Mile  and  a  Half. 

Durleigh  ? 

The  Church  of  Durleigh  is  a  Mile  and  a  Halil 

Chilton  Trinity? 
One  Mile. 

Cannington  ? 

I  should  not  say  that  many  Houses  about  the  Village  originally  had  been 
inhabited  by  Paupers  i  I  think  they  are  likely  to  be  on  the  Outskirts  of  the 
Parish. 

Where  had  the  Paupers  to  go  to  Petty  Sessions  of  the  Magistrates  to  com- 
plain that  the  Overseers  would  not  give  them  Relief;  did  not  they  go  to 
bridgwater  ? 

Yes. 

Is  not  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  authorized  to  admit  any  Person  who  is 
in  an  urgent  State  of  Distress  ? 
Yes. 

The  Poor  of  the  Town  of  Bridgwater,  under  the  old  System,  had  the  Means 
of  applying  to  the  Overseer,  who  was  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse;  under 
the  present  System  they  have  an  Opportunity  of  applying  to  the  Relieving 
Officer  every  Mom'mg  and  every  Evening,  and  Two  Days  of  the  Week  during 
the  whole  of  the  Day  ? 

Yes. 

Then  what  Difference,  in  point  of  fact,  can  there  be  with  reject  to  the  Poor 
at  Bridgwater,  as  far  as  respects  the  Means  of  obtaining  Relief,  from  Want  of 
Access  to  the  Relieving  Officer  ? 

The  Overseers  under  the  old  System  considered  themselves  under  the  Law 
responsible  for  attending  to  every  Request  which  ought  to  be  attended  to ;  the 
present  Overseers  do  not 

Does  not  the  Relieving  Officer  consider  himself  so  bound  ? 
The  Relieving  Officer  brings  the  Case  before  the  Board  of  Guardians  if  he 
chooses  to  do  so. 

The  Relieving  Officer  is  liable  to  be  dismissed  from  his  Office  if  he  does  not 
give  Relief  in  Cases  where  it  is  necessary  ? 

I  never  heard  of  his  being  subjected  to  any  Consequence. 

Do  you  not  know  that  he  would  be  dismissed  if  he  did  not  give  Relief  in 
Cases  where  it  was  necessary  ? 

It  would  require  a  very  strong  Case. 

The  Appeal  would  have  been  formerly  from  the  Overseer  to  the  Magis- 
trates? 

Yes. 

With  respect  to  the  Difficulty  of  stating  any  Case  of  Distress ;  what  Difference 
is  there  now  the  Relieving  Officer  is  resident  in  Bridgwater  to  what  there  was 
before  when  they  had  to  apply  to  the  Overseer  ? 

A  Case  may  be  stated  just  as  readily  to  the  Relieving  Officer  as  to  the 
Overseers  under  the  old  System  ;  but  the  Mode  of  dealing  with  it,  I  believe,  is 
different. 

That  is  to  say,  the  Relieving  Officer  is  not  so  ready  to  give  Relief  as  the 
Overseers  were  ? 

The  Relieving  Officer  may  be  convinced  of  the  Necessity,  and  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Pansh  may  be  convinced  of  the  Necessity,  but  they  have  been  in 
some  Instances  outvoted  by  the  Board. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.        Under  the  old  System,  supposing  the  Assistant  Overseer  had  relieved  a  Man 
■  and  reported  to  the  Overseers,  were  not. the  Overseers  a  Check  upon  the 

Assistant  Overseer  ? 

Yes ;  but  then  it  was  within  their  own  Experience ;  under  the  new  Law 
they  have  been  out-voted  by  the  Board,  who  may  know  nothing  of  the  parti- 
cular Circumstances  of  the  Applicant 

Then  your  Objection  to  the  Relieving  Officer  is  not  as  compared  with  the 
Assistant  Overseer^  but  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  as  compared  with  the  Over* 
seers? 

That  would  belong  to  the  Guardians,  they  having  mor^  to  do. 

The  Board  of  Guardians  have  at  present  to  decide  in  giving  Relief,  whereas 
the  Churchwardens  and  Overseers  did  it  before  ? 
That  is  the  Difference. 

.  Is  there  not  this  Difference,  that  there  is  no  Ajmeal  from  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  whereas  from  the  Churchward^is  and  Overseers  there  was  an 
Appeal? 

Thave  already  stated  that  the  Knowledge  of  the  Churchwardens  and  Over- 
seers  was  ihe  best ;  they  knew  the  People. 

Are  you  not  aware  that  a  Man  must  get  Two  Magistrates  to  interfere  before, 
but  that  now  One  Magistrate  can  do  it,  in  case  of  Medical  Relief? 

I  am  aware  of  that ;  but  I  am  aware  of  the  Difficulties  which  thqr  fe^  in 
that  way. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  Relieving  Officer  at  Bridgwater  has  constantly  given 
Relief  from  his  own  Inquiry^  without  having  applied  to  the  Board  ? 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  that. 

With  respect  to  Bridgwater,  you  say  there  are  always  some  of  the  Guardians 
present  at  the  Board  of  Guarchans ;  has  that  been  the  Case  with  respect  to  the 
Guardians  of  the  distant  Parishes? 

That  cannot  be  the  Case,  becausef  the  actual  Number  of  Guardians  attending 
is  materially  within  the  whole  Number  of  Guardians,  therefore  some  must  have 
been  absent. 

Then  the  Poor  of  those  Parishes  had  no  Persons  attending  who  were 
acquainted  with  the  Circumstances,  the  Churchwardens  and  Overseers  not 
bemg  present? 

They  are  not  admitted. 

Then  all  the  Information  they  have  is  from  the  Relieving  Officer,  who, 
instead  of  having  the  Charge  of  One  Parish  as  the  Overseers  and  Churchwardens 
and  the  Assistant  Overseer  had,  has  the  Charge  of  One  Fourth  of  the  Union  ? 

In  point  of  Population,  more  than  One  Fourth,  but  not  One  Fourth  in  point 
of  Superficies. 

Have  the  Board  q£  Guardians  in  many  Instances  any  Knowledge  of  their  own, 
as  you  must  have  had,  of  the  Circumstances  of  every  Case ;  arid,  in  the  next 
place,  have  they  the  same  Degree  of  Information  as  you  had  ? 

It  is  impossible  for  them  to  have,  unless  the  Guardian  of  the  Parish  is  present. 

Have  you  not  known  Inconvenience  result  from  that  ? 
I  have  known  the  Board  repeatedly  reject  the  Recommendation  of  the 
Guardians  of  the  Parish. 

Those  who  had  no  Information  rejected  the  Recommendation  of  those  who 
had? 

Yes ;  that  is  a  very  common  Instance. 

In  point  of  fact,  where  a  Pauper  is  coming  from  a  distant  Parish,  is  it  not  the 
Fact  that  the  Guardian  is  aware  of  it,  and  attends  the  Board  ? 

I  do  not  think  it  is  usually  the  Fact ;  it  is  the  Fact,  of  course,  frequently  ; 
but,  perhaps,  there  are  quite  as  many  Cases  where  the  Guardian  does  not 
attend  j  indeed  I  have  heard  Guardians  say  they  would  not  attend  the  Board, 
because  Persons  whom  they  had  recommended  for  Relief  had  not  received  it. 
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Is  it  not  the  Course  for  One  Guardian  of  a  small  Parish,  if  he  cannot  attend    Mr.Jdhn  Bowtu, 
the  next  Board  Day,  to  see  another  Guardian,  his  Neighbour,  and  tell  him  the  .      — 

Facts  of  the  Case  ? 

I  cannot  speak  to  that. 

Is  not  the  Guardian  of  a  sniall  Parish  very  well  aware  of  the  Paupers  in  the 
neighbouring  Parish  ? 

It  might  be  so  frequently  in  small  Parishes. 

Do  you  think  the  Poor  of  the  Town  of  Bridgwater  are  worse  off  than  the 
Poor  in  the  Country  Parishes  in  the  District  ? 

I  think  that  they  must  be  better  off  in  respect  of  their  Case  being  presented, 
for  the  Relieving  Officer  may  be  seen  in  the  Morning  or  in  the  Evening  tlian 
the  Paupers  of  Parishes  where  the  Relieving  Officer  attends  only  once  a  Week. 

May  not  they  go  to  Bridgwater,  or  send  a  Message ;  are  not  the  Paupers  in 
the  other  Pariabn  in  the  haJbk  of  cooaing  fre^pentlyinto  die  Town  ? 
A  poor  Man  on  7s.  a  Week  has  very  Uttfe  Time  to  run  into  the  Town. 

Does  not  he  come  to  the  Relieving  Officer  when  he  is  in  distress  ? 

I  have  no  Doubt  that  if  a  Man  is  m  deep  Distress  he  comes  to  the  Relieving 
Officer ;  but  if  a  Man  can  come  into  the  Town  he  mav  be  disappointed  at  last. 
I  have  seen  a  Person  of  Eightjr  Years  of  Age  walk  Eight  or  Ten  Miles,  and  wait 
Three  or  Four  Hours  on  ^e  Steps  till  he  could  get  Relief. 

That  was  to  attend  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

He  might  have  called  on  the  Relieving  Officer  ? 

The  System  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  is  a  very  bad  one ;  thev  have  never 
given  a  sufficient  Discretion  to  the  Relieving  Officer.  The  Person  comes 
rorward  and  tdls  his  own  Story,  and  the  Board  talk  it  over,  and  do  not  deter-^ 
mine  it  upon  the  Account  of  the  Relieving  Officer. 

When  you  were  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  did  you  attempt  to 
reform  that  Practice  ? 

I  never  made  a  Motion  upon  it ;  but  I  have  frequently  told  the  ReUeving 
Officers  to  speak  out  themselves.  Being  known  to  be  opposed  to  the  Principle 
of  the  Law  I  determined  never  to  make  a  Motion,  conceiving  that  a  Motion 
from  a  Person  inimiod  to  the  Law  would  not  be  well  received.  I  have  s^d  at 
tfie  Board  that  I  would  assist  in  carrying  the  Law  fairly  into  execution,  but 
that  I  would  not  originate  a  Motion ;  and  I  never  did. 

When  a  Case  of  Distress  has  been  reported  to  the  Board  by  the  Relieving- 
Officer,  if  the  Guardian  of  the  Parish  was  not  present,  has  Relief  not  been  given 
to  the  Pauper,  and  the  GuarcUan  been  desired  to  attend  at  the  next  Meeting  of 
the  Board,  the  Case  to  be  reported  again  ? 

I  do  not  remember  such  a  Case ;  but  I  have  not  the  smallest  Doubt  such 
Cases  must  have  occurred  frequently. 

Have  you  not  heard  frequent  Complaints  of  Paupers  not  being  able  to  get  at 
the  Relieving  Officer  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  heard  that  they  have  suffered  from  not  being  able  to  meet  with  the 
Relieving  Officer  ? 

Yes.  Persons  working  on  very  low  Wages  must  pve  constant  Attention  to 
their  Work,  while  Men  earning  Double  Wages  might  be  able  to  give  up  a  little 
Time  to  see  the  Officer. 

Have  you  heard  Persons  complain  of  not  being  attended  to  by  the  Relieving 
Officer  ? 
Yes. 

And  that  he  came  to  their  Parish  only  once  a  Week  ? 
Yes. 

Can  you  state  the  Name  ? 

I  am  not  prepared  to  state  the  Name  of  any  Pauper  who  has  received  Relief 
at  the  Board. 
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Mr,  John  Bowetu    ^  Are  you  prepared  to  state  the  Name  of  any  Pauper  who  stated  to  you  that  he 
"  '       could  not  get  at  the  Relieving  Officer  ? 

They  have  complained  to  the  Board ;  but  I  have  not  made  Memoranda  of 
their  Names.  I  have  relieved  many  who  stated  the  extreme  Difficulty  they 
had  in  obtaining  the  Ear  of  the  Relieving  Officer. 

Can  you  state  their  Names  ? 
I  cannot. 

Were  they  Persons  in  or  out  of  Bridgwater  ? 
Some  in  Bridgwater,  some  out 

Were  they  Persons  whom  you  knew  before  ? 
Some  of  them  I  had  seen  before. 

What  were  their  Names  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Cannot  you  give  the  Name  of  any  one  ? 

I  cannot.  I  have  determined  not  to  register  the  Names  of  any  such  Persons, 
as  r  could  not  protect  them  against  the  Consequences  of  Complaint.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  Consequences  may  be. 

Have  not  they  been  Persons  residing  in  your  own  Neighbourhood  ? 
Not  always.     I  really  am  not  prepared  to  state  the  Name  of  any  Pauper* 

You  are  ignorant  of  the  Name  of  every  one  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  ever  known  a  Case  where  the  Board  refused  Relief  in  consequence 
of  a  Complaint  made  by  the  Pauper  ? 
No,  I  have  not. 

Or  that  they  have  stopped  Relief  in  consequence  of  Complaint  made  by  the 
Pauper  ? 

.  No ;  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  the  Board,  however  they  might  act,  could  not 
give  any  such  Reason  for  their  Action. 

You  conceive  that  they  have  refused  Relief,  but  not  assigning  that  Ground 
specially  ? 

They  have  often  refused  Relief. 

You  think  they  have  refused  Relief  on  the  Ground  of  Complaint  made  by  the 
Individual,  and  not  the  Circumstances  of  the  Case  ? 

I  cannot  trace  a  Case  of  that  Kind ;  but  I  would  not  wish  to  expose  an  Indi- 
vidual to  the  Chance  of  it. 

It  is  from  the  Knowledge  that  they  would  be  exposed  to  the  Chance  of  that, 
that  you  wish  not  to  state  any  Names  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  ever  known  a  Case  where  the  Board  have  refused  to  hear  a  Case 
from  the  Wife,  the  Husband  being  working  at  low  Wages  ? 

Yes. 

In  what  Case  ? 

I  have  forgotten  the  Name,  but  I  remember  a  Woman  coming  to  apply  for 
Relief  for  her  Family;  her  Husband  worked  for  Mr.  Bouverie  of  Cannington. 
The  Chairman  repeatedly  desired  the  Husband  to  come  j  "  Why  does  not  your 
Husband  come  ?'* 

Do  you  know  what  Wages  the  Husband  earned  ? 

He  was  earning  85.  a  Week,  or  rather  he  had  been  earning  8^.  a  Week  ;  but 
he  was  then  not  earning  any  thing. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  when  the  Wife  stated  the  Husband  was  ill  the  Board 
refused  to  grant  Relief  until  he  came  ? 

I  believe  they  did  order  Relief,  but  the  Chairman  repeatedly  asked  why  the 
Husband  was  not  there. 

Then,  being  answered  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  the   Illness   of  the 
Husband,  they  did  grant  Relief? 
I  believe  he  was  not  so  ill  but  that  he  might  have  attended. 

Then 
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Then  the  Board  granted  Relief?  MuJohn  js^wen. 

I  cannot  say  they  did  not  grant  Relief.  ^•..— — 

Do  you  know  the  Name  of  the  Pauper  ? 

I  can  bring  it  To-morrow ;  but  what  I  remember  of  that  particukr  Case  was, 
that  I  considered  it  a  Case  of  very  great  Hardship.  The  Relieving  Officer 
knew  the  Man,  and  stated  him  to  be  an  industnous  respectable  Man,  the 
Guardian  of  the  Parish  said  the  same,  they  both  agreed  in  the  Woman's  Tale, 
and  still  the  Chairman  complained  that  the  Husband  was  not  there  himself. 

If  there  existed  no  Objection  to  the  Husband's  Attendance  that  he  could 
not  walk,  do  not  you  think  it  was  very  right  for  the  Board  of  Guardians  to 
require  him  to  attend  ? 

That  is  Matter  of  Opinion. 

As  Overseer  of  the  Poor,  supposing  a  Man's  Wife  had  applied  to  you,  would 
you  have  given  her  Relief  permanendy  without  seeing  the  Man  ? 

I  would  not  permanently ;  but  I  would  have  given  the  Woman  instant  Relief 
until  I  had  visited  the  Man  and  seen  whether  he  was  ill  or  not. 

You  say  the  Board  of  Guardians  did  give  her  Relief,  but  ordered  him  to  come 
the  next  Day  ? 

I  do  not  remember  having  given  that  Answer  to  the  Question  put  by  the 
Noble  Lord. 

You  were  understood  to  say  that  when  the  Woman  applied  to  the  Board  she 
obtained  ReUef,  and  she  was  told  her  Husband  must  come  ? 
Yes. 

What  Difference  is  there  between  the  Overseer  giving  instant  Relief  and 
saying  the  Husband  must  come,  and  the  Board  giving  Relief  and  saying  that? 

In  the  first  place*  the  Board  would  not  meet  wv  a  Week,  and  the  Man  would 
be  dragged  Four  Miles  from  Home,  and  must  lose  a  Day's  Work,  in  case  he  was 
at  Work. 

But  you  say  that  he  was  not  at  Work  j  this  was  the  Case  of  a  Man  who,  you 
say,  could  not  work,  but  not  so  ill  that  he  might  have  attended  the  Board ; 
is  that  so  ? 

I  believe  it  to  be  so. 

'  The  Woman,  you  say,  obtained  Relief  for  a  Week  ? 
Yes. 

Were  the  Board  of  Guardians  desirous  that  he  might  come  the  next 
Week? 

No  J  they  complained  of  his  not  coming  then. 

Still  they  gave  the  Woman  Relief? 
I  do  not  know,  but  I  believe  they  did. 

What  Difference  is  therebetween  that  Case  and  the  Case  of  an  Overseer? 
The  Overseer  would  ascertain  it  upon  the  Spot 

Should  you  have  gone  as  Overseer  to  the  Man,  or  have  required  him  to  come 
to  you  ? 

I  should  have  gone  to  the  Man. 

Would  it  not  have  been  improper,  or  perhaps  injurious,  to  the  Man,  being 
ill,  to  have  brought  him  there  ? 

I  should,  in  Cases  of  Illness,  take  for  granted  that  it  was  so. 

Did  you  not  state  in  your  Answer  that  he  was  not  so  unwell  but  that  he 
was  capable  of  coming  ? 
I  believe  he  might  have  been,  but  I  never  saw  the  Man  in  my  Life, 

In  what  Relieving  Officer's  District  was  this  Man  ? 
In  Mr.  Newman's  District. 

The  Man  might  have  come  to  the  Board ;  they  complained  that  he  did  not 
come,  but  they  gave  Relief  in  the  meantime  to  the  Woman  ? 
I  believe  they  did. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.       Is  it  Tiot  a  Hardship  to  a  Man  who  is  ill  to  desire  him  to  come  to  the 

Board  ? 

A  very  great  Hardship.    I  have  seen  a  Man  come  to  the  Board  in  a  Fever. 
I  have  seen  a  Man  with  his  Arm  bandaged  up,  whose  Arm  had  been  broken. 

Is  not  it  a  very  good  Thing  for  a  Man  who  has  his  Arm  bandaged  up  to  take 
a  Walk  on  a  fine  Day;  is  not  he  ordered  by  the  Doctor  to  do  so  ? 
>  Whether  it  be  a  fine  Day  or  not  it  would  be  the  same. 

What  Distance  would  he  have  to  go  ? 

He  would  have  to  come  from  the  Parish  of  Cannington,  I  believe  j  that  would 
be  Six  Miles,  and  Six  Miles  back. 

You  do  not  know,  in  point  of  fact,  that  the  Man  with  the  broken  Arm  was 
forced  by  the  Board  to  come  there  ? 
I  know  that  he  did  go. 

You  do  not  know  how  long  it  was  after  his  Arm  was  broken  ? 
I  do  not. 

You  do  not  know  whether  he  was  desired  to  come  to  the  Board,  or  whether 
he  came  voluntarily  ? 

I  know  he  was  desired  to  come. 

Was  it  by  the  Board  ? 
Yes,  it  was. 

When  was  this  ? 

I  believe  it  was  in  April  or  May  1837. 

Were  you  at  the  Board  ? 
I  was. 

Was  that  Labourer  one  of  those  who  have  come  to  complain  to  you  on  the 
Subject  of  the  Difficulty  and  Distance  of  coming  to  the  Board  ? 
I  never  saw  the  Man  at  any  other  Time  in  my  Life  to  my  Knowledge. 

Did  his  Wife  ever  come  to  you  ? 
Certainly  not. 

Did  any  Person  on  his  Behalf? 

No.     1  knew  nothing  of  the  Case  but  what  I  heard  at  the  Board. 

Did  you  make  any  Application  to  the  Board,  or  Complaint  to  the  Relieving 
Officer,  for  having  desired  the  Man  with  the  broken  Arm  to  come  to  the 
Board? 

I  conceive  I  did  j  but  I  do  not  recollect,  there  were  so  many  such  Cases. 

Can  you  recollect  enough  of  the  Circumstances  to  be  able  to  say  whether 
they  did  say  that  the  Man  ought  not  to  have  been  brought  there  ? 
I  think  mere  was  such  a  Feeling. 

Was  the  Relieving  Officer  told  so  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  he  had  any  Instructions  on  the  Subject. 

Did  he  ^ve  any  Reason  for  bringing  him  there  ? 
I  do  not  recollect 

The  Relieving  Officers  visit  the  Sick  in  their  own  Houses  ? 
They  do. 

Do  you  not  think  that  on  some  Occasions  it  is  right  for  the  Board  to  hear 
the  Story  of  the  Man,  and  that  it  is  safer  in  general  that  the  Man,  if  he  can  do 
so  without  Inconvenience,  should  come  to  the  Board  ? 

With  the  Limitation  your  Lordship  suggests,  if  he  can  do  so  without  Incon- 
venience, 1  'think  it  desirable. 

If  that  were  not  the  general  Rule  would  it  not  lead  to  Fraud,  inasmuch  as 
the  Men  who  had  got  into  drunken  Habits,  and  were  perhaps  bruised  in  some 
Riot,  would  send  tneir  Wives  instead  of  going  themselves  ? 

Yes ;  but  my  Answer  applied  to  a  Case  where  the  Guardian  and  the  Relieving 
Officer  were  present  and  knew  the  Person. 

Do 
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Do  you  mean  to  say  the  Guardian  had  been  to  visit  him»  and  the  Relieving    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
Officer  had  visited  him  ?  

I  presume  in  a  small  Village  like  Cannington  they  know  generally  the  Cha- 
racter of  every  Person. 

Tou  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  Guardian  had  that  Morning  visited  the 
Man,  and  knew  he  was  ill  ? 
Na 

Had  this  Man  been  visited  by  the  Medical  Officer  ? 
I  presume  he  had. 

Was  not  it  the  Practice  of  the  Medical  Officer  to  rept>rt  the  State  of  every 
Man  on  his  List  as  to  his  Health  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  that  the  Doctor  ever  made  an  Observation  to  the  Board 
of  Guardians  that  it  was  impropa*  for  the  Man  with  the  broken  Arm  to  have 
attended  the  Board  ? 

No. 

Would  he  not  have  been  very  likely  to  do  so  if  he  had  thought  there  was 
aoy  Inconvenience  likely  to  arise  to  the  Man. 

I  suppose  he  would  draw  a  strong  Line  of  Distinction  between  Inconvenience 
and  considerable  Danger. 

What  was  the  Name  of  the  Man  ? 

I  would  rather  not  speak  from  an  indistinct  Recollection  ;  I  can  furnish  the 
Name  To-morrow. 

Do  you  know  any  Instance  of  the  Board  having  refused  to  listen  to  the 
Complaint  made  by  the  Wife  of  any  Piuper  ? 

No;  I  know  no  one  by  Name.  I  am  not  desirous  of  evading  a  sin^e 
Question.  If  I  had  had  the  least  Idea  that  the  Examination  would  have  taken 
this  Turn  I  would  have  taken  the  same  pains  to  prepare  myself  on  that  Case 
as  I  did  on  the  Case  <^  the  Dealh  of  the  ratients  by  Diarrhoea. 

Do  you  consider  that  the  Relieving  Officers  you  have  known  are  respectable 
Men? 

I  think  they  are  respectable  Men,  but  that  they  have  not  sufficient  discre- 
tionary Power. 

You  think  they  are  respectable  Men  ? 

I  have  not  the  smallest  Hostility  to  either  of  them ;  I  think  they  are  respects 
able  Men. 
What  is  their  Salary? 
jf  80  a  Year,  I  think. 

Are  you  not  of  opinion  that  it  is  very  desirable,  in  every  Case,  that  the  Head 
of  the  Family  should  make  the  Application  himself  for  Kelief  rather  than  send 
his  Wife  to  do  it? 

Generally  speakine,  it  is.  Generally  speaking,  the  Board  have  a  Right  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  best  Means  of  obtaining  Information. 

And  you  think  that  they  get  it  best  from  the  Hudband? 
Yes ;  but  it  seems  a  Hardship  to  drag  a  Man  Eight  Miles  for  the  very 
uncertain  Chance  of  obtaining  Relief. 

Has  each  Parish  One  Overseer  and  One  Churchwarden  ? 

I  cannot  speak  to  my  own  Knowledge,  but  I  should  conceive  so. 

Formerly  was  it  not  the  Case  that  those  Persons  were  obliged  to  go  to  Two 
Justices  of  Bridgv^ter  if  they  had  any  Complaint  to  make  ? 
Not  if  the  Overseers  did  meir  Duly. 

Were  not  they  in  the  habit  of  attending  the  Petty  Sessions  ? 

Very  Utile  j  we  had  very  little  Petty  Sessions  Business  in  our  Country ;  and  I 
am  afraid  that  has  led  to  some  Difference  as  to  these  Matters  in  different  Places. 
During  the  Four^ears  I  was  an  Overseer  there  was  only  One  Instance  of  a 
Pauper  summoning  the  Overseers  before  a  Magistrate  in  Bridgwater:  I  posi- 
tively undertake  to  swear  that  during  the  Four  Years  I  was  connected  with 
the  Parish  there  was  only  One  single  Summons  issued  against  the  Overseers ; 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.   that  was  in  the  Case  of  a  drunken  Barber  I  found  in  the  House  when  I  came 
'— —       into  Office  and  had  him  turned  out. 

Are  the  Overseers  always  to  be  found  in  the  Parish  j  do  not  they  go  to  a 
Distance  to  attend  Fairs,  and  on  private  Business  of  their  own  ? 
Of  courae  every  Maen  inust  do  tliat. 

The  Question  refers  to  the  Out  Parishes  as  well  as  Bridgwater ;  do  not  they 
occasionally  leave  Home  ? 

Yes ;  but  the  Difference  is  this,  their  Absence  was  only  occasional,  their 
Presence  was  general ;  whereas  now  Absence  is  the  general  Rule,  and  Presence 
the  Excepticm. 

Did  you  never  hear  of  an  Overseer  going  away  Three  Weeks  ? 
If  he  left,  and  his  Duty  was  neglected,  he  was  responsible. 

Do  you  say  that  the  Absence  of  the  Relieving  Officer  is  rather  the  Rule  than 
the  Exception  j  i^  not  he  present  One  Day  in  every  Week  ? 
Yes. 

Were  there  not  generally  Two  Overseers  in  each  Parish  in  your  Neigh- 
bourhood  ? 
I  should  not  like  to  speak  to  that 

Do  you  conceive  that  nothing  has  been  substituted  for  the  System  of  Allow- 
ances  such  as  you  formerly  described  ? 

I  am  itt>t  aware  of  an^  such  Substitution  y  but  I  heg  to  be  understood  not  to 
have  One  Word  to  say  m  favour  of  the  Magistrates  Scsde  of  Allowances  ^  I  think 
nothiqg  can  be  worse  than  that. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  nothing  has  be^  substituted  for  the  Scale  of  Allow- 
ances you  have  described  ? 

On  the  old  System  the  Paupers  were  relievBd ;  according  to  the  existing  Law 
they  are  now  relieved  at  the  Will  of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  it  is  possible  the 
individual  Case  of  a  Pauper  may  come  on  withmit  there  bdng  any  one  present 
acquainted  with  his  Habits;  and  if  there  should  be  any  Person  in  the  Board  well 
acquainted  with  him,  though  that  Guardian  may  be  in  favour  of  the  Relief  the 
Majority  of  the  Guardians  may  vote  against  it  and  reject  it 

Which,  you  say,  has  actually  happened  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  you  have  known  a  Man  in  a  Fever  ordered  to  attend  the  Board  of 
Guardians  ? 
I  did  know  a  Man  attend,  but  I  do  not  know  as  to  his  being  ordered. 

Was  he  ordered  by  the  Relieving  Officer  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Who  was  the  Man  ? 

I  cannot  say.    I  saw  the  Man  come  into  the  Room. 

How  do  you  know  he  had  a  Fever? 

I  judged  from  his  Appearance,  and  not  only  that,  but  be  received  Medical 
Relief  as  a  Man  in  a  Fever. 

In  what  Parish  ? 

I  think  from  the  Parish  of  Bawdrip,  but  I  am  not  quite  certain. 

How  far  is  Bawdrip  from  Bridgwater  ? 
About  Three  Miles. 

Do  you  think  he  would  have  attended  the  Board  at  that  Time  if  he  could 
have  had  Relief  from  the  Medical  Officer? 

Certainly  not.  If  he  could  have  had  Relief  from  the  Medical  Officer  he  would 
have  had  no  Inducement  to  attend  the  Board. 

Did  he  get  Relief  from  the  Board? 
Yes. 


You  did  not  know  him  ? 
No. 


He 
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He  was,  at  the  Time  he  was  there,  in  a  State  of  Fever  ?                                    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
I  recollect  his  being  treated  by  the  Medical  Man  as  for  Fever. 

Subsequently  to  his  Appearance  at  the  Board? 
Ves. 

Was  any  Observation  made  that  a  Man  in  a  State  o£  Fever  ought  not  to  be 
obliged  to  apply  to  the  Board  ? 
I  do  not  think  there  was. 

It  was  generally  known  in  the  Board  ^ 
It  was.    I  fdt  extremely  disgusted  at  it. 

Was  his  Appearance  such  as  to  make  it  Matter  of  Notoriety  that  he  was  in  a 
Fever  ? 

Yes ;  it  was  a  Matter  of  Notoriety.  I  am  sure  there  is  nothuo^  on  Record 
OD  the  Subject  There  was  some  little  Conversation  upon  it ;  but  I  camiot 
chaige  my  Memory  with  it. 

You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  an  Intermittent  Fever, — an  Ague  ? 
No ;  the  Man  was  not  in  a  cold  Rt  of  the  Ague ;  he  had  the  Fever  upon  liim 
at  the  Hme. 

Is  it  within  your  Knowledge  that  he  bad  heen  receiving  Medical  Relief 
previously  ? 

No ;  but  that  he  was  subsequently. 

Did  he  come  to  apply  for  Medical  Relief,  or  for  other  Relief? 
I  think  for  other  Rehef. 

If  he  has  been  relieved  as  for  a  Fever,  you  must  recollect  the  Man's 
Name? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Man's  Name,  or  I  should  have  stated  it. 

Did  it  strike  you  as  Matter  of  great  Impropriety  ? 

It  was  a  Part  of  the  System.  I  had  no  Idea  of  marking  one  Person  more  than 
another ;  those  Thuigs  occurred  every  Day.  If  I  had  expected  to  be  ai^ed 
these  Questions  I  would  have  refreshed  my  Memory. 

Is  the  Difficulty  of  obtaining  Relief  such  as  to  make  it  necessary  for  Persons 
at  a  considerable  Distance  to  attend  the  Board  ? 

It  undoubtedly  is ;  but  I  have  heard  that  the  Board  has  of  late  been  much 
more  disposed  to  grant  Relief,  in  Cases  of  Illness,  without  the  Appearance  of 
the  Pauper,  than  mey  were  formerly. 

They  have  altered  their  System  ? 
X  es« 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  Person  who  suffered  any  serious  Injury  from  attend- 
ing £he  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
I  cannot  name  any  Person,  but  I  have  not  a  Doubt  of  the  Fart. 

With  respect  to  the  Facilities  given  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  lately ;  that  is 
a  Matter  of  Fact  which  would  be  shown  by  the  Minutes  ? 

I  cannot  speak  to  the  Fact ;  but  I  have  heard  that  the  Board  has  not  insisted 
on  the  Attendance  of  Persons  as  it  did  formerly. 

Did  it  frequently  happen  that  Persons  went  to  the  Board  to  solicit  Relief  who 
were  not  in  a  State,  in  your  Opinion,  to  go  ? 

Every  Day  I  sat  at  \hat  Board.  I  never  sat  at  that  Board  without  being 
satisfied,  on  Conviction,  that  Persons  were  compelled  to  attend  the  Board  who 
ought  not  to  have  been. 

What  was  the  Nature  of  the  Objection  which  you  felt? 

The  People  were  subjected  to  a  Variety  of  Grievances ;  the  Complaints  were 
different  at  different  Periods.  There  was  not  any  large  Class.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  leading  Complaint. 

Did  you  ever  hear  any  Complamt  among  the  People  of  their  being  obliged 
to  attend  the  Board  of  Guardians  when  in  a  State  of  Illness  ? 
I  have  heard  them  complain  before  the  Board  j  but  I  have  always  avoided 
(151.23.)  5  M  «  conversing 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    conversing  with  the  Persons  themselves,  as  I  conceived  it  a  very  dangerous 
Thmg. 

Why  did  you  consider  it  dangerous  ? 

There  is  a  Measure  of  Endurance  beyond  which  I  think  People  cannot  be 
expected  to  go.  I  have  always  avoided  and  trust  I  shall  always  be  able  tb 
avoid  Conversations  with  Persons  under  such  Circumstances. 

Have  you  heard  them  complain  of  their  having  been  brought  to  the  Board 
in  a  State  of  Illness  ? 

Yes.  There  was  a  single  Case  which  I  can  state  that  will  elucidate  this 
beyond  any  other  I  can  bring  forward ;  it  is  in  the  printed  Paper  177>  at  Page  24 ; 
it  IS  in  a  Letter  signed  "  K.  P.  Caines,  Coroner.*'  That  Letter  will  show  the 
Practice  of  the  Board  much  more  than  any  particular  Case  I  can  Ining  forward. 

Will  you  state  the  Circumstances  of  the  Case  ? 

It  is  a  Letter  from  the  Coroner  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater 
Union.  It  is  in  these  Words:  "  I  am  actuated  by  Motives  of  Humanity,  to 
solicit  their  Attention  to  their  unhappy  Situation.  On  the  25th  Ult  I  held  an 
Inquest  on  a  Child  of  theirs  who  was  accidently  burnt ;  and  it  appeared  from 
the  Evidence  that  the  deceased^  aged  about  Four  Years^  and  a  Sister  (an  Idiot) 
aged  Fifteen,  had  been  left  done  in  a  Room  in  which  there  was  a  Fire,  and 
that  the  Clothes  of  the  former  became  ignited,  and  she  was  instantly  aivdoped 
in  Flames,  and  was  so  much  burnt  as  to  cause  her  Death  in  a  few  Hours.  I 
thought  it  my  Duty  to  remark  to  the  Parents  how  extremely  reprehensiMe 
they  had  been  in  suffering  Two  such  helpless  Objects  to  be  so  left.  I  then 
learnt  that  the  Father  is  a  Labouring  Man,  whose  Earnings  amoimt  to  7^.  a 
Week,  and  that  the  Wife  contrives  to  get  a  little  by  selling  Fruit  in  the  Market ; 
that  they  were  so  employed  when  the  Accident  happened  j  that  they  had 
Three  other  Children,  one  an  Infant  Six  Months  old,  another  Six  and  another 
Twelve  Years  old,  altogether  Five  Children ;  and  that  lliey  had  no  Means  of 

Saying  any  one  to  take  care  of  them,  except  as  to  the  Infant  At  having  this 
tatement  confirmed  I  said  I  thought  if  the  Board  of  Guardians  were  made 
acquainted  with  the  Circumstance  the  Parents  would  get  some  Relief,  and  I 
advised  the  Bearer  to  make  Application  accordingly.  She  now  tells  me  that 
she  has  applied,  and  was  told  by  the  Relieving  Officer  she  could  not  be  allowed 
any  thing  unless  she  brought  a  Note  or  some  written  Statement ;  and,  to  add  to 
her  Distress,  after  having  gone  from  Taunton  to  Bridgwater  and  back  (Twenty, 
four  Miles),  she  found  that  in  her  Absence  the  poor  afflicted  Child  (the  Idiot) 
had  fallen  into  the  Fire,  and  must  have  shared  the  Fate  of  her  Sister  if  the 
Father  had  not  rescued  her  from  the  Flames.  I  hope  and  trust  I  shall  be 
excused  for  having  made  this  Statement;  an  Answer  by  the  Bearer  will  oblige. 
Gentlemen,  yours  respectfiilly,  R.  P.  Caines,  Coroner.**  An  Application  was 
made  by  the  House  of  Lords  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  for  the  Proceedings 
on  this  (Jase.  In  order  to  show  how  the  Board  treated  such  a  Case  the  Clenc 
of  the  Union  sajrs,  "  I  herewith  send,  agreeable  to  your  Letter  erf  the.l6tfa 
Instant,  the  Information  required  by  an  Order  of  the  House  of  Lords  bearing 
Date  the  14th  Instant ;  and  beg  to  inform  you  that  there  was  no  Answer 
given  to  the  Letter  of  R.  P.  Caines,  Esquire,  Coroner,  of  the  21st  of  November, 
nor  does  there  appear  on  the  Minute  Book  any  Entry  of  Proceedings  thereon  ^ 
nor  was  there  any  Answer  given  to  Mr.  John  Bowen's  Letter  of  the  9th  of 
September  on  the  Subject  of  the  Windows  in  the  Union  Workhouse,  nor  can 
I  aiscover  in  the  Minute  Book  any  Proceedings  that  took  place  in  consequence 
thereof;  nothing  further  appears  on  the  Minutes  than  that  the  said  Letter  was 
read  (on  the  ISdi  September).'*  I  saw  the  Coroner  on  this  SuWect,  and  he 
told  me  that  Woman  had  walked  Seventy-two  Miles  without  the  Board  giving 
her  any  Relief 

How  could  she  have  walked  Seventy-two  Miles? 
Three  Times  from  Taunton  to  Bridgwater  and  back. 

She  was  not  residing  within  the  Union  ? 
No. 

Was  not  it  her  Business  if  she  wanted  Relief  to  apply  to  the  Relieving  OflScer 
of  the  District  ? 

I  cannot  enter  into  Reasoning  j  I  only  state  that  Case  as  showing  the  Manner 
in  which  such  Applications  were  received  by  the  Board. 

Was 
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Was  it  not  the  proper  Course  for  this  Womasi,  if  she  granted  Relief,  to  apply  Mr.  John  Bowen. 

to  the  Relieving  Officer  of  the  District  in  which  she  was  residing  ?  — — 

I  do  not  know  that ;  I  think  under  those  Circumstances  she  was  justified  in 
acting  imder  the  Recommendation  of  the  Coroner. 

Do  you  not  feel  that  the  Coroner  gave  her  a  very  bad  Recommendation  ? 
No,  I  do  not 

Do  you  not  know  that  by  Law  the  Board  of  Guardians  are  prohibited  relieving 
a  Pauper  living  out  of  their  Union  ? 

I  consider  that  the  Recommendation  of  the  Coroner  under  the  Circumstances 
was  very  proper. 

You  consido:  that  the  Recommendation  of  the  Coroner  would  supersede 
the  Law? 
Certainly  not 

Do  you  not  know  that  they  cannot  by  Law  relieve  an  able-bodied  Pauper 
living  out  of  the  Union  ? 
Certainly. 

Where  does  the  Board  of  Guardians  for  that  Union  sit  ? 
At  Taunton. 

That  Woman  resides  at  Taunton  ? 
Yes. 

Would  she  not  have  been  saved  all  this  travelling  Seventy-two  Miles  if  she 
had  complied  with  the  Regulations  of  the  Law  and  applied  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  the  Place  in  which  she  resided  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  she  did  not  apply  to  them  ;  she  might  have  done  so. 

Was  not  it  her  Duly  to  do  so  if  she  wanted  Relief? 
Yes. 

Would  she  not  have  been  saved  all  those  Seventy-two  Miles  ? 
She  might  have  been  saved  all  those  Seventy-two  Miles. 

Then  all  the  Hardship  was  brought  upon  her  in  consequence  of  her  not 
complying  with  the  Provisions  of  the  Law,  was  it  not  ? 

I  have  not  the  least  Objection  to  answer  the  Question,  that  those  Hardships 
were  brought  upon  her  by  her  not  understanding  the  Provisions  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  very  few  Persons  do  understand. 

Has  it  not  been  the  Practice  before  the  Podr  Law  Amendment  Act,  that 
when  Persons  reauired  Relief  they  have  applied  to  the  Relieving  OflScer  of  the 
Parish  in  which  mey  resided  ? 

It  was  the  general  Practice^  but  not  universal. 

Though  she  perhaps  might  not  have  read  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  have 
understood  the  Act,  was  she  advised  by  the  Coroner,  who  probably  had  read 
the  Act,  and  was  able  to  explain  it  ? 

He  ought  to  be. 

Did  he  not  ^ve  her  Advice  contrary  to  that  Act  of  Parliament  in  advising 
her  to  go  to  Bridgwater  ? 

That  is  a  legal  Point  I  cannot  answer. 

Might  he  not  have  known  that  the  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union, 
could  do  nothing  for  her  ? 

He  might  have  known  that  it  was  not  likely. 

Under  the  old  Law,  supposing  this  Accident  had  happened  to, her,  to  whom 
would  she  have  applied  for  Relief? 

She  would  have  applied  most  probably  to  the  Overseers  on  the  Spot 

Would  she  have  applied  herself  to  the  Relieving  Officer  upon  the  Spot  ? 
Yes. 

Then  if  she  took  those  Journeys  of  Seventy-two  Miles  she  neglected  to  do 
that  which  she  might  have  done  ? 

If  the  Board  of  Guardians  had  made  her  distinctly  acquainted  with  the  Law 
(151.23.)  5M  3  on 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    on  her  first  Application  it  is  not  at  aU  probaWe  she  woidd  have  come  over 
again. 

How  could  thev  make  her  cognizant  of  the  Nature  of  the  Law  ? 
They  could,  when  she  first  came  to  Bridgwater. 

What  did  they  say  to  her  when  she  first  came  to  Bridgwater  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Did  they  refuse  her  Relief? 
They  did. 

Did  they  say  that  they  would  not  relieve  her  because  she  lived  in  another 
Union  ? 

I  do  not  know ;  I  take  it  only  firom  her  own  Account 

Do  you  know  that  she  did  not  apphr  to  the  Relieving  Ofiicer  at  Taunton  ? 
I  do  not  know ;  I  only  bring  that  rorward  as  an  Instance  of  the  Sufierings  to 
which  the  Poor  are  exposed. 

When  you  say  "  the  Sufferings  to  which  the  Poor  are  exposed,"  should  you 
not  also  say  that  this  Suffering  was  brought  upon  her  by  the  State  of  the  liw, 
and  not  by  her  own  Choice  ? 

I  do  not  conceive  under  the  old  Law  she  would  have  been  subject  to  any 
thing  of  the  Kind. 

Under  the  old  Law  would  she  have  applied  to  the  Parish  Officer  at  Taunton 
or  to  the  Parish  OflBcer  at  Bridgwater  ? 

She  would  have  applied  to  the  Parish  Officer  at  Taunton  io  be  passed 
Home. 

Should  not  she  equally  under  the  new  Law  have  applied  to  the  Relieving 
Officer  at  Taunton  ? 
Yes. 

Then  where  is  the  Difference  ? 

That  she  would  at  once  have  received  a  satis&ctory  Answer,  and  she  would 
have  been  probably  saved  the  Removal.  In  consequence  of  an  Understanding 
between  the  Parishes  the  Removal  was  frequently  not  insisted  on ;  the  Over- 
seer at  Taunton  applies  to  the  Parish  Officer  at  Bridgwater,  and  says,  there  is  a 
Person  who  can  get  4^.  or  5s.  a  Week  ;  and  if  you  will  allow  her  a  few  Shillings 
a  Week  more  we  will  not  remove  her. 

What  is  the  Difference  between  applying  to  the  Relieving  Officer  and  the 
Assistant  Overseer  in  the  first  instance  ? 
I  think  in  the  first  instance  there  is  very  little  Difference. 

It  would  have  been  the  Duty  of  the  Relieving  Officer  to  come  and  see  the 
Woman  ;  and  then  relieve  her  r 
Yes. 

Suppose  the  Parish  in  which  she  was  relieved  her,  it  would  have  a  Claim  on 
her  own  Parish  ? 

Under  the  old  Law  those  Cases  were  frequently  made  Matters  of  Arrange- 
ment between  the  Officers  of  the  Two  Parishes. 

What  is  the  Difference  between  the  Relieving  Officer  and  the  Parish  Officers 
being  applied  to  that  should  make  it  necessary  for  that  Woman  to  walk  those 
Seventy-two  Miles  ? 

Their  own  Conception  of  the  Law,  and  their  being  in  a  very  unsettled  State 
of  Opinion  respecting  it 

Is  there  any  unsettled  Opinion  as  to  the  Application  to  the  Relieving 
Officers  in  the  Place  where  thev  live  ? 

I  conceive  there  may  be ;  but  I  have  foimd  among  Overseers  and  Church- 
wardens a  considerable  Degree  of  Doubt  as  to  their  Powers. 

Do  you  know  of  any  Difficulty  being  felt  by  Relieving  Officers  ? 
I  do  not. 

How  is  your  Position  proved  by  that  Case  ? 

There  is  no  Doubt  that  great  Hardship  did  arise  in  particular  Cases. 
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r^Jj^^.^"^  t^  Hanlship  W  prevented  of  ha:  going  a  Second  and    Mr.johnBowen. 

Ihird    lune,    by  their   telhng  her  at  Bridgwater  what  Course  she  might      

pursue? 
Certainly. 

How  do  you  know  that  they  did  not  ? 
That  I  cannot  say. 

Does  not  the  Letter  state  that  she  was  told  by  the  Relieving  Officer  that 
she  could  not  be  relieved  unless  she  brought  a  Note  or  some  written  State- 
ment? 

Yes. 

What  Relieving  Officer  is  meant  by  that  ? 

I  should  think  that  is  the  Bridgwater  Relieving  Officer. 

Then  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Rdieving  Officer  of  Taunton  ;  is  it 
not  the  Relieving  Officer  at  Bridgwater  to  whom  she  was  to  bring  a  Note  from 
some  Person  at  Taunton  to  state  that  her  Story  was  true  j  is  not  that  the 
Meaning  of  the  Paragraph  ? 

I  think  it  may  be ;  but  I  cannot  undertake  to  put  a  Meaning  upon  it  beyond 
the  Words  of  it 

What  is  Mr.  Caines  the  Coroner? 
I  cannot  tell ;  he  lives  at  Langport. 

How  fax  is  Langport  from  Taunton  ? 

Langport,  Taunton,  and  Bridgwater  are  each  about  Twelve  Miles  apart. 

He  could  have  known  nothing^  about  the  Circumstances  of  this.  Woman, 
coming  from  Laneport  to  hold  an  Inquest  on  the  Child  ? 

The  Coroner  has  perhaiMs  under  thc^e  Circumstances  the  very  best  Oppor-^ 
tunity  of  ascertaining  the  (Circumstances  of  the  Case. 

If  you  were  told  after  walking  Twelve  Miles  that  you  could  have  no  Relief 
without  bringing  a  Note^  should  not  you  suppose  tliat  if  you  brought  a  Note 
you  should  be  relieved  ? 

I  suppose  that  was  the  Case ;  this  Woman  would  not  have  walked  Twenty- 
four  Miles  unless  she  supposed  she  should  have  received  Attention. 

Do  you  not  suppose  that  she  was  subjected  to  great  Hardship  in  being 
brought  those  Twenty-four  Miles,  and  not  getting  ReUef  ? 
I  think  she  was  subjected  to  very  great  Hardship. 

You  do  not  know  that  the  Note  she  brought  was  satisfactory  ? 
I  conceive  that  the  Coroner  considered  his  Note  and  his  Investigation  of  the 
Circumstances  of  the  Case  sufficient 

Did  she  carry  that  Note  ? 

She  must  have  carried  that  Note,  or  it  would  not  have  been  on  your  Lord- 
ships Table. 

Is  it  not  possible  that  that  Note  might  have  come  by  some  other  Means  ? 
It  is  possible ;  but  it  says  he  gave  her  this  Letter. 

From  the  Note  referred  to  it  would  appear  that  she  must  have  been  to  Bridg- 
water before  the  Writing  of  that  Letter  ? 

She  must  have  been  j  she  asked  for  the  Note  in  consequence  of  her  Disap- 
pointment. 

She  must  have  previously  to  that  gone  to  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes,  she  must. 

Then  she  was  told,  "  We  cannot  do  any  thing  for  you  unless  you  bring  a 
written  Statement  ?^ 
Yes. 

Are  you  of  opinion,  or  not,  that  that  was  a  proper  Discretion  on  the  Part  of 
the  Relieving  Officer  of  Bridgwater  ? 

I  should  have  relieved  the  Woman  for  One  Week,  unless  I  saw  strong  Reasons 
to  doubt  her  Statement 
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Mr.JohiBowen.  If  you  had  had  no  Acauaintance  whatever  with  Taunton,  and  a  Woman  came 
from  Taunton,  and  told  that  Stoiy,  would  you  have  thought  it  a  wise  Discretion 
on  your  Part  to  have  laid  out  the  Parish  Money,  and  given  her  Relief,  instead 
of  telling  her  to  get  a  written  Statement  ? 

I  would  have  incurred  the  Responsibility  under  these. Circumstances,  on  the 
Principle  of  giving  tiiat  poor  Creature  the  Benefit  of  llie  Doubt 

As  Overseer  of  Bridgwater,  if  a  Woman  had  come  and  told  you  that  Stoiy, 
and  you  knew  nothing  about  the  Story,  should  you  have  thought  it  a  proper 
Exercise  of  Discretion  to  have  given  her  Relief? 

Yes ;  I  should  have  relieved  her  for  One  Week. 

Without  knowing  whether  she  belonged  to  Bridgwater? 
Yes. 

Should  you  not  have  referred  her  to  the  Overseers  of  Taunton  ? 

No }  for  that  would  in  many  Cases  be  equivalent  to  a  Sentence  of  Death. 

Do  you  think  that  would  have  been  doing  your  (Duty  under  the  old  Powers 
of  an  Overseer? 
Yes ;  it  would  have  been  meeting  the  Exigencies  of  the  Case. 

You  would  not  think  it  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  Truth  of  the  Case,  but 
on  the  Statement  of  the  Person  himself  you  would  give  Relief? 

I  should  think  it  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  Circumstances  of  all  Cases, 
but  if  I  could  not  obtain  instantaneous  Proof  of  the  Truth,  I  considered  myself 
bound,  unless  there  was  some  strong  Reason  to  the  contrary,  to  give  Relief,  and 
to  msJce  Inquiries  afterwards. 

You  think  if  a  Person  was  living  in  Taunton,  and  you  did  not  know  whether 
she  belonged  to  Bridgwater  or  not,  if  you  did  not  know  whether  her  Story  was 
true  you  would  still  think  it »  proper  £xercise  of  Discretion  to  pay  the  Parish 
Money  to  that  Woman  ? 

I  would  for  a  few  Days. 

Is  there  not  a  Duty  to  the  Poor  as  well  as  to  the  Parish  ? 

The  Overseer  I  take  to  be  responsible  for  the  Care  of  the  Poor,  and  not  to 
be  responsible  for  the  Consequences  of  raising  Money,  except  as  far  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  responsible  for  the  due  Expenditure  of  any 
Sum  voted. 

You  would  have  used  due  Diligence  to  make  Inquiries  as  to  the  Circum- 
stances of  the  Case  ? 

Certainly.  I  dp  not  mean  to  express  a  legal  Opinion  of  the  Case*;  I  take  the 
Qverseer  to  be  legally  answerable,  and  liiude  to  Punishment  if  any  Accident 
should  arise  ftom  his  Neglect,  and  therefore  the  safe  Course  for  him  to  t^e  is 
to  err  on  the  Side  of  Mercy  to  the  Poor. 

Would  he  have  been  responsible  under  the  old  Law  if  any  Accident  had 
happened  to  that  Woman  ? 
Yes,  I  think  he  wpuld. 

Would  he  have  been  responsible  if  any  Accident  had  happened  to  a  Person 
not  residing  within  the  Parish  ? 
Yes. 

That  is  your  Interpretation  of  the  Law  ? 
Yes. 

So  that  this  Woman  Kving  at  Taunton  you  would  consider  yourself  responsible, 
she  coming  to  ask  for  Relief  at  Bridgwater  ? 

Yes ;  I  consider  the  Overseer  responsible  for  any  Accident  which  happened 
from  his  not  affording  Relief,  even  ir  the  Woman  turned  out  to  be  an  Impostor 
on  Inquiry. 

Was  not  the  Responsibility  on  the  Overseer  of  the  Parish  in  which  she  was 
living  ? 

The  Overseer  of  the  Parish  in  which  she  applied  for  Relief.  If  she  had,  in  the 
Case  put;  come  to  me,  I  should  relieve  her. 

4  Being 
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Being  at  Bridgwater,  she  might  have  perished  for  Hunger,  when  she  applied   Mr.  John  Bowen. 
to  you,  and  you  would  under  those  Circumstances  have  relieved  her?  — _^- 

I  should. 

How  do  you  know  she  was  perishing  for  Hunger  ? 
I  did  not  know  that 

Was  that  the  Ground  of  her  Application  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  not  the  Ground  of  her  Application  that  she  wished  to  have  somebody 
to  look  after  her  Children  ? 

Yes,  it  was,  decidedly ;  but  I  was  asked  how  I  should  have  treated  the  Case  ef 
an  Application  for  Rehef  by  a  Person  residing  out  of  the  Union.  I  should  have 
taken  the  safe  Course. 

But  you  say  that  was  the  Consequence  of  the  Responsibility  attaching  to  you. 
Was  any  Responsibility  attaching  to  you  in  relieving  a  Woman  who  came  to  ask 
you  for  an  Addition  to  her  Means  in  order  to  provide  herself  with  a  Nurse  or  a 
Person  to  take  care  of  her  Children  ? 

That  is  a  distinct  Case  from  immediate  Necessity,  I  admit. 

Was  there  any  Obligation  on  the  Parish  Officers  of  Bridgwater  umder  those 
Circumstances  ? 
I  think  not. 

Was  there  any  Appearance  of  Distress  when  she  came  to  the  Relieving  Officer 
o£  Bridgwater  ? 

I  never  saw  the  Woman. 

There  was  no  Accident  occurred  in  consequence  of  the  Woman's  Absence 
when  she  came  ? 

The  Coroner  states  that  on  her  Return  she  found  that  the  Idiot  had  fallen  into 
the  Fire. 

Would  she  not  have  been  out  selling  Apples  if  she  had  not  come  over  to 
Bridgwater  ? 
Very  probably. 

Do  you  know  that  she  did  not  make  Application  to  the  Board  of  Guardifuas 
at  Taunton  ? 
Certainly  not 

Or  that  she  might  not  have  been  relieved  ? 
Yes. 

This  Paper  was  moved  for  in  consequence  of  your  Suggestion  to  the  Chair- 
man of  tms  Committee  j  at  whose  Suggestion  aid  you  apply  that  this  Paper 
should  be  moved  for  ? 

Not  from  the  Suggestion  of  any  Person  whatever. 

How  did  you  know  of  it  ? 

I  saw  that  Paper  on  the  Records  of  the  Board.  I  have  never  received  any 
Suggestions  on  the  Subject  from  any  one. 

If  this  poor  Woman  was  in  error  in  not  applying  to  the  Relieving  Officer  at 
Taunton,  was  not  she  confirmed  in  her  Error  by  the  Relieving  Officer  at  Bridg- 
water telling  her  to  bring  back  a  Note  ? 

Yes ;  and  that  was  my  principal  Reason  for  wishing  that  Paper  to  be  moved 
for. 

Do  you  know  what  was  the  Answer  the  Relieving  Officer  gave  her  ? 
No  J  I  know  that  only  which  is  stated  in  that  Paper. 

It  is  there  stated  that  she  was  led  to  take  this  Course  in  consequence  of  the 
Advice  of  the  Coroner  ? 

Yes. 

(151.23.)  5  N  Is 


Digitized  by 


Google 


884      MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.john^Bowen.       Is  it  not  natural  she  should  take  the  Advice  of  the  Coroner? 
'I  Certainly. 

The  first  Objection  you  make  in  your  Pamphlet  to  the  Proceedbgs  of  the 
♦  Board  of  Guardians  at  Bridgwater  is  with  respect  to  the  Funerals  of  the  Poor ; 
you  object  to  the  Ninth  and  Tenth  Rules  passed  upon  the  31st  of  May.  The 
Kules  to  which  you  object  are,  "  That  m  all  Cases  where  Persons  require 
Assistance  towards  burying  their  deceased  Relations  the  Board  determine  that 
tfiey  will  in  no  Case  give  partial  Assistance,  but  that  they  will  in  such  Cases 
have  the  entire  Management  of  such  Funerals ;  and  that  Arrangements  shall 
be  made  forthwith  for  the  Purpose  of  establishing  one  uniform  System  of  Pauper 
Funerals  throughout  all  the  Parishes  in  the  Union."  The  Tenth,  **  That  m 
a  Pauper  Funeral  the  following  Articles  shall  be  provided :  a  Coffin  and  Shroud ; 
(no  Pall ;)  Men  to  carry  the  Coffin  ;  all  legal  Fees.**  ? 
Yes. 

With  respect  to  the  Ninth;  what  Objection  do  you  make  to  the  Board 
undertaking  for  the  whole,  if  they  are  required  to  contribute  towards  it? 

I  think  there  is  nothing  which  the  Poor  are  so  desirous  of  as  seeing  their 
poor  Relatives  decently  buried. 

Do  you  feel  yourself  an  Objection  to  that  Rule,  establishing  that  Descrip- 
tion of  Funeral,  a  naked  Coffin,  without  a  Pall  ? 
I  think  it  no  little  Hardship. 

Why? 

Because  if  a  Funeral  is  not  to  be  conducted  in  a  decent  Manner,  poor  Per- 
sons  may  frequently  take  upon  themselves  the  whole  Expense  of  the  Funeral, 
to  prevent  their  Friends  being  buried  without  a  Pall,  or  in  any  peculiar  Way 
that  they  may  consider  degrading.  To  prevent  this  they  may  be  induced  to 
sell  their  Furniture  to  pay  the  whole  Expenses  of  the  Funeral  rather  than  submit 
to  that  Kind  of  Degradation. 

By  the  Resolution  of  the  23d  of  August  that  Part  with  respect  to  no  P^ll 
was  done  away  with  ? 
It  was. 

Suppose  the  Pall  allowed,  then  what  is  there  in  the  Ninth  Resolution,  which 
only  goes  the  Length  of  saying,  that  if  they  are  to  contribute  towards  the 
Funeral  it  shall  be  conducted  entirely  by  the  Board  of  Guardians,  which  you 
object  to  ? 

Nothing  but  this,  that  I  think  in  every  Case  the  Party  may  be  desirous  to 
conduct  the  Funeral  from  their  own  House,  and  to  bear  a  Part  o£  the  Expense, 
without  being  able  to  take  the  whole  Expense  upon  themselves.  I  know  that 
Persons  on  the  old  System  sometimes  received  10«.  or  12*.,  on  the  Condition  of 
taking  the  Expense  of  the  Funeral  upon  themselves,  and  the  Funeral  was  then 
conducted  in  the  same  Way  that  the  Funeral  of  any  respectable  Person  would 
be  ;  it  was  not  marked  by  any  Kind  of  Peculiarity. 

Suppose  the  Pall  and  the  tolling  the  Bell  to  be  allowed,  as  it  was  by  a  sub- 
sequent  Resolution,  what  Difference  was  there  between  a  Funeral  as  conducted 
by  the  Parish  and  from  their  own  Houses  ? 

In  the  one  Case  the  Funeral  would  proceed  from  the  House  of  the  Relative, 
and  in  the  other  from  the  Poorhouse. 

Under  the  old  Law  was  the  Body  removed  from  the  Poorhouse  to  the  House 
of  the  Relations  ? 

It  was  frequently  given  up ;  in  some  Cases  it  was  not.  I  would  beg  to 
observe,  my  Objections  to  the  Nmth  Rule  grew  out  of  the  Provisions  in  the 
Tenth  Rule- 

Those  are  your  principal  Objections  ? 
Yes. 

Then  the  Resolution  of  the  23d  of  August  did  away  with  that? 
It  did.     What  I  particularly  wish  is,  to  show  that  the  Board  of  Guardians 
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passed  these  Rules,  not  cm  any  Examination  into  the  Sulgect,  but  in  consequence    Mr.  John  Bawm. 
of  their  having  been  introduced  by  the  Assistant  Commissioner.    They  were      «— i— — — * 
moved  at  the  Soard,  and  adopted  without  Discussion.    If  they  had  been  dis« 
cussed  in  the  Board  we  should  have  known  on  what  Footing  they  took  it ;  but 
the  Assistant  Commissioner  got  Two  Grentlemen  to  move  and  second  the  Rules, 
and  thejr  were  not  considered  Matter  of  Discussion. 

If  those  Gentlemen  thought  those  Rules  ought  to  be  discussed,  why  did  they 
not  discuss  them  ? 

They  stated  that  they  considered  them  as  not  presented  to  them  for  Dis- 
cussion ;  that  they  considered  them  as  Regulations.  This  took  place  at  the 
First  or  Second  Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  but  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners received  the  Rules  as  emanating  from  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and 
thought  fit  to  express  their  Approbation  of  Rules  as  passed  by  the  Guardians, 
whic£  absolutely  emanated  from  their  own  Body. 

Implying  that  they  had  emanated  from  the  Board  of  Commissioners  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  any  thing  to  prevent  the  Board  of  Guardians  discussing  those 
Propositions  ? 

No  J  but  it  is  to  the  Fact  that  I  wish  to  call  your  Lordships  Attention,  that 
tiidse  Rules  were  passed  without  Discussion,  in  consequence  of  being  introduced 
I  should  say  surreptitiously. 

Was  it  not  open  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  rescind  them  ? 
No. 

How  happened  it,  that  having  passed,  that  respecting  the  Bell  and  the  Pall 
was  rescinded  ? 

It  was  not  open  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  rescind  it  by  a  bare  Majority, 
but  it  was  necessaiy  to  obtain  the  Votes  of  Two  Thirds  of  the  Guardians 
present ;  therefore,  if  the  Guardians  had  been  betrayed  into  an  imprudent  passmg 
of  any  Rules,  it  would  be  necessary  to  obtain  the  Votes  of  Two  Thirds  of  the 
Persons  jNresent,  on  Notice. 

Would  that  prevent  their  making  a  Motion,  and  having  a  Discussion  upon 
the  Subject? 
No,  certainly  not 

Did  those  Guardians  who  had  so  passed  these  Rules  make  any  Attempt 
previous  to  the  23d  of  August  to  have  the  Rules  rescinded? 
Those  Two  Rules  were  rescinded  on  the  23d  of  August 

Have  any  Attempts  been  made  by  any  Guardians  since  to  rescind  any  other 
Rules? 
Yes. 

With  what  Effect  ? 
They  have  failed. 

Did  you  move,  when  you  were  *a  Member  of  the  Board,  to  rescind  any  of 
those  Resolutions  ? 

I  moved  nothing  in  the  Board  ;  I  never  proposed  a  Resolution. 

Did  any  body  while  you  were  there  ? 
No ;  but  it  has  been  since  done. 

How  do  you  know  that  it  has  been  since  done  j  is  it  on  the  Minutes  of  the 
Board? 

As  2L  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  I  received  this  Circular,  dated  6th  of 
January  1838.  "  Sir,  I  am  directed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  inform 
every  one  of  its  Members  that  the  Rev.  Henry  Parsons  gave  Notice  on  the  5th 
Instant  of  his  Intention  on  Friday  the  19th  Instant  to  move  that  the  Reso- 
lution passed  at  the  Board  on  iJie  31st  of  May  1836,  adopting  certain  Rules  for 
gmer2d  Relief,  be  rescinded  so  far  as  regards  the  Fifth,  Eighth,  and  Eleventh 
ules.** 
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Mr.  John  Bcwen.       Did  you  attend  in  consequence  of  that  Circular  ? 

•— I  did  not  J  I  had  declined  long  before  tiiat  attending  the  Board ;  but  your 

Lordships,  by  reference  to  the  Minute  Bode,  will  find  the  Result  of  that 
Motion. 

It  appears  upon  the  Minutes,  that  on  the  19th  of  January  1838  a  Resolution 
was  moved  to  the  Effect  stated  in  that  circular  Letter :  "  Agreeable  to  a  Notice 

E'ven  by  the  Rev.  Henry  Parsons  on  the  5th  Instant,  for  rescinding  a  Reso- 
tion  passed  at  the  Board  on  the  31st  of  May  1836,  adopting  certain  Rules 
for  general  Relief,  so  &r  as  regards  the  Fifth,  Eighth,  and  Eleventh  Rules,  it 
was  moved  by  the  Rev.  Henry  Parsons,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  James  Culver- 
well,  That  the  Fifth  Rule,  agreed  to  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  the  31st 
of  May  1836,  relative  to  general  Relief,  be  rescinded,  and  that  the  following 
be  substituted :  That  those  Paupers  who  are  able-bodied  shall  not  receive 
Relief  but  through  the  Operation  of  a  Workhouse  or  by  way  of  Loan,  except 
under  the  particular  Circumstance  of  a  large  Family,  and  also  that  it  be  made 
appear  satisfactorily  to  the  Board  that  the  Parties  applying  are  sober  and 
industrious,  and  that  their  ordinary  Wages  are  insufficient  to  provide  them 
common  Necessaries.  Upon  a  Division,  Two  Thirds  of  the  Guardians  present 
not  being  in  favour  of  the  Motion,  as  required  by  a  Resolution  passed  at  the 
Board  on  the  12th  of  May  1836,  it  was  lost  Eighth  Rule. — Moved  by  the 
Reverend  Henry  Parsons,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  James  Culverwell,  That  every 
orphan  Child  whom  the  Board  thinks  it  necessary  to  assist  shall  be  taken  into 
the  Workhouse ;  but  that  any  orphan  Child  of  sound  Health  maintained 
wholly  in  the  Workhouse  may  be  permitted  to  leave  it,  at  the  Request  of  the 
Guardian  of  the  Parish  to  which  it  legally  belongs,  and  receive  weeUy  Relief 
from  the  Board  sufficient  for  Subsistence,  together  with  his  or  her  Earnings, 
whenever  constant  Work  can  be  procured  for  such  Orphan.  Carried  unani- 
mously. Eleventh  Rule. — Moved  by  the  Rev.  Henry  Parsons,  and  seconded 
by  Mr.  James  Culverwell,  That  a  Man  or  Woman  wholly  aged  and  infirm  be 
allowed  not  exceeding  2s.  6d.  a  Week  out-door  Relief,  and  a  Man  and  Wife 
under  like  Circumstances  4i.  6d.j  except  in  Cases  of  great  Necessity,  or  when 
from  some  unusual  Rise  in  the  Price  of  Provisions  or  Fuel  it  shall  appear 
advisable  to  the  Board  to  increase  their  Allowance  during  such  temporary 
Pressure.  Moved,  as  an  Amendment,  by  R.  K.  M.  King,  Esq.,  and  seconded 
by  ,  That  a  Man  or  Woman  wholly  aged  and  infirm  be  allowed 

not  exceeding  3^.  per  Week,  and  a  Man  and  Wife  under  like  Circumstances 
5s.y  excepting  in  extreme  Cases,  when  such  Relief  shall  be  given  as  the  Board 
shall  from  Tune  to  Time  direct  Upon  a  Division  the  original  Motion  was 
carried,  and  the  Amendment  negatived'*  ? 

The  first  Proceeding  establishes  the  Fact  that  a  Majority  of  Two  Thirds  was 
necessiary  to  rescind  an  adopted  Resolution. 

That  appears  to  be  under  the  Bye  Law  of  the  31st  of  May  1836  :  **  That 
no  Resolution  agreed  to  or  adopted  at  any  Meeting  of  this  Board  shall  be 
rescinded  or  altered  without  Two  Weeks  previous  Notice  being  given,  which 
shall  be  entered  on  the  Minutes  on  the  usual  weekly  Day  of  Meeting  at  which 
such  Notice  shall  be  ^ven,  which  Entry  shall  state  the  Alteration  proposed  to  be 
efiected  by  such  Motion  ;  and  that  within  Three  Days  the  Clerk  shall  on  all  such 
Occasions  give  to  every  Guardian  and  to  the  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner 
of  the  District  Notice  thereof,  and  of  the  Day  on  which  the  proposed  Altera- 
tion is  to  be  brought  under  Discussion  ;  but  no  Resolution  shall  be  rescinded 
without  the  Consent  of  Two  Thirds  of  the  Guardians  presaat  at  such  Discus- 
sion.'* In  pursuance  of  that  Bye  Law  that  Motion  of  Mr.  Parsons  could  not 
be  carried  ? 

It  could  not.  I  was  asked  whether  there  was  any  Instance  of  a  Resolution  to 
rescind  adopted  Resolutions  having  been  prevented  by  that  Bye  Law,  and  I  have 
been  able  to  point  out  an  Instance ;  there  may  be  others. 

It  was  not  rescinded  in  consequence  of  there  not  being  the  Two  Thirds 
required  by  the  Bye  Law  ? 

It  was  not ;  there  may  be  other  Instances,  but  that  immediately  occurred 
to  me. 

You 
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You  attribute  those  Bye  Laws,  not  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  but  to  the  Assis-    Mr.  John  Bmen. 
tant  Poor  Law  Commissioner?  -'■■ 

Decidedly. 

He  suggested  them  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  they  adopted  them  ? 
They  were  suggested  by  him  to  an  individual  Member  of  the  Board. 

An  individual  Member  moved  them,  and  they  were  adopted  ? 
Yes. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  to  Thursday  next, 

Twelve  o'Clock. 
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Die  Jovis,  5°  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Sj^oVoVtt 

Poor  Law  Amend* 
meat  Act. 

HUGH  CHATLEY  STANDERT  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  examined  as     H.asZ^u  Esq. 

follows :  

YOU  reside  at  Taunton  ? 
I  do. 

You  are  a  Surgeon  ? 
Yes,  and  Ph3rsician. 

Have  you  been  long  in  Practice  there  ? 
Above  Thirty  Years. 

Have  you  been  within  these  few  Months  called  to  examine  the  Person  of  a 
Woman  called  Charlotte  Allen,  living  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 

I  was  called  to  visit  a  Person  I  think  of  the  Name  of  Charlotte  Allen  at 
Stowey. 

When  was  that  ? 

It  was  some  Time  I  think  in  February  last ;  I  cannot  recollect  the  precise 

Had  you  been  informed  of  her  having  had  a  Child  ? 
Ihad 

Did  you  examine  her  Person  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  find  that  any  Injury  had  been  done  to  it  in  any  way? 
I  found  there  had  been  a  Laceration  of  the  Perinseum. 

Are  you  quite  certain  there  had  been  a  Laceration  of  the  Perinseum  ? 
Yes ;  I  examined  it,  and  found  there  had  been  a  Laceration. 

You  can  speak  to  that  Fact  ? 
I  can. 

Was  there  any  thing  else,  with  respect  to  her,  that  you  have  to  state  ? 
The  Woman  appeared  to  be  in  a  State  of  extremely  ill  Health.    I  found 
her  in  Bed  j  and  I  understood  she  had  been  very  ill  a  long  Time  previous. 

Was  there  any  offensive  Discharge  from  her  ? 

Not  to  any  Amount  at  that  Time  ;  I  did  not  observe  any  great  Discharge 
at  the  Time.  The  Woman  stated  herself  to  be  better  when  I  saw  her  than  she 
had  been. 

Would  that  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  produce  a  Discharge  which  would 
be  offensive  ? 

It  would  at  some  Periods  ;  but  this  Laceration  had  taken  place  for  a  con- 
siderable Period,  and  the  Discharge  was  then  not  great.  In  fact,  I  believe, 
she  had  prepared  her  Person  for  the  Examination  j  when  I  came  in  there  was 
some  Discharge. 

Is  that  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  an  Injury  which  can  be  cured,  or  not  ? 

It  gets  better  after  a  Time ;  the  lacerated  Parts  become  again  covered  with 
the  proper  Integuments,  and  a  Healing  takes  place  j  it  was  in  a  State  of 
healing  when  I  saw  it. 
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H.  c.  Slander t,  Esq.      So  that  it  might  be  perfectly  healed,  and  no  Discharge  might  take  place  of 

an  offensive  Nature  ? 

Certainly,  it  was  in  a  healing  State. 

You  cannot  state  at  the  Time  how  far  she  had  had  a  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 

She  stated  that  she  had  had  a  Prolapsus  Uteri ;  but  she  had  been  lying  in  Bed 
when  I  saw  her,  and  the  Uterus  was  not  at  that  Time  in  a  prolapsed  State ;  it 
was  in  a  languid  State. 

You  could  not  tell  whether  she  had  had  it  or  not  ? 
No. 

Did  she  complain  of  not  having  been  properly  attended  to  during  her 
Lying-in  ? 

No ;  she  said  very  little  upon  the  Subject.  I  merely  examined  her  then  State, 
and  examined  into  her  present  Symptoms. 

You  have  no  Charge  of  any  District  in  the  Taunton  Union  ? 
No ;  I  never  had  any. 

You  belong  to  the  General  Medical  Association. 
Yes  ;  I  am  a  Member  of  it. 

At  whose  Desire  did  you  examine  this  Person  ? 
At  the  Desire  of  Mr.  Ruddock,  a  Surgeon. 

Not  at  the  Desire  of  Mr.  Toogood  ? 

No,  not  at  the  Desire  of  Mr.  Toogood.  I  was  with  Mr.  Toogood  in  his 
Carriage  when  Mr.  Ruddock  asked  me  to  visit  the  Patient. 

Did  Mr.  Ruddock  accompany  you  when  you  examined  that  Woman  ? 
Yes. 

Was  he  present  at  the  Examination  ? 
Yes. 

Was  Mr.  Toogood  present  at  the  Examination  ? 

No ;  it  was  on  my  Return  from  Sir  Peregrine  Acland's,  having  visited  his  Child 
with  Mr.  Toogood;  and  I  met  Mr.  Ruddock  at  Mr.  King's  House  at  Stowey,  and 
went  with  him  to  see  his  Patient. 

Mr.  Ruddock  was  present  at  the  Examination  ? 
He  was. 

You  say  there  was  a  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum ;  the  Perinaeum  is  that 
Part  which  is  between  the  Vagina  and  the  Rectum  ? 
It  is. 

Is  not  such  a  Laceration  very  likely  to  occur  at  the  Delivery  of  the  First 
Child,  when  the  Woman  is  not  very  young,  of  the  Age  of  Thirty-one,  and 
particularly  when  the  Labour  i^  not  very  long  ? 

It  sometimes  occurs,  but  in  what  Proportion  of  Cases  I  cannot  pretend  to 
say. 

Is  it  not  umder  those  Circumstances  of  a  Woman  of  Tliirty-one  delivered  of 
her  First  Child,  and  the  Labour  not  continuing  more  than  Nine  Hours,  a  Casein 
which  such  Laceration  is  very  likely  to  occur  ? 

It  would  be  more  likdy  to  occur  in  rapid  Cases  than  in  such  where  the  Labour 
was  more  deliberate. 

And  that  without  any  Fault  or  Neglect  of  the  Midwife  ? 
Yes,  it  might,  certainly. 

A  Laceration  such  as  you  saw  is  not  an  irremediable  Complaint,  is  it  ? 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  precise  Extent  to  which  it  might  or  might  not  be 
remedied. 

It  is  not  irremediable  ? 

The  Parts  will  never  regain  their  former  State ;  but  when  Wounds  heal 
there  is  a  Cicatrice  contracting  the  surrounding  Parts,  and  therefore  old  Scars  are 
always  much  less  than  the  original  Wound. 
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Such  a  Laceration  as  this,  when  it  is  healed,  if  it  shall  have  healed,  would  H.  a  Standert,  Esq. 
leave  a  Scar?  — ~ 

It  would  leave  the  Edges  of  the  Laceration  less  than  at  the  Time  when  the 
Laceration  took  place ;  it  would  be  hemmed  round. 

Would  it  not  be  completely  healed,  and  like  any  other  Part? 
Yes ;  I  believe  the  Surface  would  heal  over  in  Process  of  Time,  depending 
upon  the  Health  of  the  Patient. 

In  that  Case  there  would  be  no  Discharge  ? 
.    There  would  be  no  Discharge  from  the  Wound  in  that  Case. 

Would  such  an  Accident  as  that  be  properly  called  Hysteritis  Simplex  ? 
Certainly  not 

Would  it  be  properly  denominated  Puerperal  Fever  ? 

Certainly  not  ^oth  those  Diseases  might  have  happened  to  a  Patient  in  that 
State. 

But  that  would  not  have  been  the  proper  Denomination  for  that  Disease  ? 

No. 

Is  Hysteritis  Simplex  a  local  Complaint  ? 

No,  unless  the  Inflammation  of  an  internal  Organ  may  be  so  called. 

How  soon  does  Puerperal  Fever  come  on  after  Delivery  ? 
It  is  very  uncertain  in  its  Attack. 

Does  not  it  generally  come  on  soon  after  a  Delivery  ? 
Yes,  generally  so. 

It  is  a  dangerous  Complaint? 

Yes ;  but  I  have  known  it  come  on  much  later,  many  Days  after. 

Is  it  a  Complaint  that  either  terminates  fatally  or  is  cured  within  a  short 
Period  ? 

The  Period  will  depend  upon  the  general  Constitution  of  the  Patient,  and 
the  Degree  of  the  Attack.  It  is  sometimes  very  rapid  in  its  Course ;  within 
a  few  Hours  the  Patient  will  require  Treatment  of  the  Disease,  varying  in  its 
Character  greatly  j  but  stiU  I  should  think  properly  retaining  its  Name  of 
Puerperal  Fever  for  a  much  longer  Period. 

What  is  the  longest  Period  you  have  ever  known  of  Puerperal  Fever  to 
continue  when  not  ultimately  cured? 

Perhaps  a  Week  or  Ten  Days,  or  it  may  be  a  longer  Period. 

Have  you  ever  known  it  remain  Three  or  Four  Months  ? 
No. 

That  is  out  of  the  Question  ? 
Yes. 

Has  a  Woman  labouring  under  the  Puerperal  Fever  Milk  to  feed  her 
Chad? 

That  Secretion  varies.  I  have  known  Persons  under  Puerperal  Fever  suckle, 
and  that  there  was  no  Deficiency  of  Milk  ;  but  I  have  known  others  where  the 
Secretion  of  Milk  has  been  entirely  suspended ;  and  most  usually  the  Secretion 
of  Milk  is  suspended  or  diminished. 

It  is  a  rare  and  novel  Case  where  a  Woman  labouring  under  Puerperal  Fever 
is  able  to  suckle  her  Child,  is  it  not  ? 

No,  I  should  not  say  it  amounted  to  that ;  they  can  sometimes  suckle,  but  it 
is  not  a  usual  Case. 

Does  it  affect  the  Child's  Health  if  the  Mother  suffers  under  Puerperal 
Fever? 

It  does  not  always ;  it  would  be  very  likely  to  do  so  ;  but  I  have  seen  Chil- 
<lren  suffer  much  less  than  one  would  apprehend  to  be  the  Case^  and  perhaps 
not  suffer  at  all. 
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H.c.standeri,  Esq.      Can  you  judge  from  the  State  of  this  Woman  when  you  saw  her  what  was 

— «      the  Extent  of  the  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ? 

It  was  a  venr  considerable  Laceration,  extending  very  nearly  to  the  Rectum, 
but  it  did  not  lacerate  the  Rectum  or  the  Sphincter  Muscles  attached  to  it. 

If  it  had  extended  into  the  Rectum  the  Woman  would  have  been  in  a  Situation 
that  would  have  been  incurable  ? 

I  should  not  use  that  Expression  but  under  certain  Limits* 

The  Integument  between  the  Vagina  and  the  Rectum  would  have  been 
completely  disrupted  and  would  not  have  been  curable  ? 

It  would  heal  even  then ;  there  would  be  no  Secretion  from  the  Surface  of 
the  Wound ;  but  the  Case  under  those  Circumstances  would  be,  that  if  the 
Rectum  were  lacerated  it  would  lose  the  Power  of  retaining  the  Faeces. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  the  Vagina  and  the  Rectum  would  become  Two  distinct 
Orifices? 
No ;  I  do  not  think  an  Union  would  take  place  if  torn  through  and  through. 

If  it  had  been  torn  through  and  through,  that  would  justify  the  Statement 
that  the  Accident  was  irremediable,  and  that  the  Woman  would  be  in  a  State 
that  would  render  the  Remainder  of  her  Life  miserable  to  herself  and 
intolerably  offensive  to  those  around  her  ? 

Yes ;  under  those  Circumstances  that  would  be  the  Case.  She  would  be 
offensive  because  of  the  Discharge  from  the^,Bowels  and  the  mucous  Secretions. 

The  Offence  would  not  arise  from  any  Uterine  Discharge^  but  because  she 
could  not  retain  her  Faeces  ? 

Yfes ;  there  would  be  offensive  Uterine  and  Vaginal  Discharges  also,  but  the 
other  would  be  the  principal 

That,  would  be  the  Case  if  this  Integument  had  been  entirely  broken  asunder 
in  the  Labour  ? 
Yes. 

You  mean  so  as  to  open  it  to  the  Rectum  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  consider  that  the  State  in  which  this  Woman  was,  justified  the  State- 
ment that  her  Case  was  irremediable  and  such  as  to  render  the  Remainder  of 
her  Life  miserable  to  herself  and  intolerably  (rffensive  to  all  around  her? 

I  should  say,  as  to  the  Word  "  irremediable,**  the  Vagina,  I  believe,  never  will 
recover  its  former  State ;  I  believe  the  Opening  of  the  Vagina  will  extend,  and 
does,  I  have  no  Doubt,  now  extend,  very  nearly  to  the  Rectum.  The  Result  is, 
that  from  the  relaxed  State  of  the  Uterus,  and  of  the  Apparatus  for  its  Support, 
it  must  drop  down  and  protrude  ;  and  all  those  Secretions,  which  in  a  healthy 
State  only  bedew  the  Parts  so  as  to  keep  them  moist,  will  in  a  diseased  and 
relaxed  State  pour  out  an  increased  and  vitiated  Secretion  ;  and  that  Secretion 
will  be  always  more  or  less  foetid,  and  cannot  be  retained  in  the  Vagina,  but 
must  descend  down  the  Thighs. 

You  mean  to  say  that  the  State  to  which  this  Woman  was  reduced  by 
Accident  ¥ras  such  that  she  would  be  subject  to  those  offensive  Discharges, 
more  or  less,  during  her  Life  ? 

Yes. 

What  do  you  mean  by  more  or  less  ? 
Depending  on  the  State  of  the  general  Health. 

Have  you  never  known  a  Person  to  whom  that  was  fery  near  happening, 
that  Part  of  the  Integument  being  entirely  disrupted,  perfectly  recovered  so  as 
to  bear  Children  ? 

Yes,  to  bear  Children. 

And  to  be  in  perfect  good  Health  ? 

Yes,  I  think  I  may  state  that.  I  have  known  such  a  Case,  but  still  suffering 
from  personal  Inconvenience  from  the  Secretions  requiring  a  great  deal  of  Care 
for  personal  Cleanliness  and  Comfort  I  have  never  known  any  one  who  was 
not  in  a  very  uncomfortable  Situation  from  that  Accident. 
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From  offensive  SmeUs  ?  ^-  C.Siandert.Esg. 

Yes,  without  the  greatest  Attention  and  Care. 

And  in  a  State  to  be  miserable  to  herself,  and  intolerably  offensive  to  those 
around  her  ? 

That  would  in  a  Degree  depend  upon  the  Care  the  Individual  takes  of  her 
own  Person ;  there  would  be  a  Liability  to  that  State. 

But  it  wou^d  not  necessarily  occur  ? 

Yes ;  I  think  it  would  necessarily  occur  in  a  D^ree  5  it  would  depend  upon 
the  Person  taking  care  of  herself  and  cleaning  the  Rirt. 

When  you  saw  this  Woman,  you  are  not  able  to  state  whether  there  had  been 
a  Prolapsus  of  the  Uterus? 

It  was  probable  from  what  was  stated ;  and  I  believe,  from  the  relaxed  State  of 
the  Parts,  there  had  been  a  Prolapsus.  I  did  not  make  her  get  up,  or  probably 
it  would  have  appeared.  I  did  not  make  her  stand,  but  the  Parts  were  in  such 
a  State  that  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  Uterus  would  have  descended. 
The  Parts  were  in  that  State  of  Relaxation  that  I  believe  that  was  the  Case. 

You  are  not  able  to  state  it  from  your  own  Examination  ? 
No ;  only  that  from  the  Texture  of  the  Parts  it  appeared  to  me  that  that 
Statement  was  true. 

If  a  Prolapsus  of  the  Uterus  had  taken  place,  was  it  not  much  more  likely  to 
t^e  place  in  consequence  of  the  Laceration  which  had  occurred  ? 
No  J  it  depends  upon  a  perfectly  different  Order  of  Parts. 

You  mean  to  say  that  that  Laceration  would  not  have  tended  to  make  her 
liable  to  Prolapsus  ? 

It  would  make  the  Mode  of  supporting  the  Uterus  more  difficult. 

If  the  Woman  had  done  any  thing  imprudent  within  a  few  Hours  of  her 
Delivery,  which  under  such  Cu*cumstances  was  likely  to  produce  Prolapsus, 
it  would  have  been  more  likely  in  consequence  of  this  Laceration  of  the 
Perinaeum  ? 

I  think  not.  I  understand  the  Question  to  be  this.  Whether  the  Laceration 
having  taken  place,  that  Laceration  would  occasion  a  greater  Tendency  to 
Prolapsus  ? 

Is  not  the  Prolapsus  very  likely  to  occur  in  consequence  of  the  Woman 
having  imprudently  got  out  of  Bed  very  soon  after  Delivery  ? 

Yes }  Prolapsus  would  be  very  likely  to  occur  in  consequence  of  the  Woman 
having  got  out  of  Bed  very  soon  after  Delivery. 

.    If  she  had  got  up  imprudently  in  such  a  Way  that  such  a  Prolapsus  was 
likely  to  occur,  would  not  that  Probability   be   increased  by  there  being 
Laceration  of  the  Perinseum  ? 
No,  I  think  not. 

Those  are  Two  distinct  Circumstances  ? 
They  are  perfectly  distinct 

And  occasioned  by  Two  different  Circumstances  ? 
Perfectly  different. 

In  your  Judgment,  what  do  you  think  occasioned  the  Laceration  of  the 
Perinaeum  ? 

It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say. 

Was  it  likely  to  be  occasioned  by  unskilfiil  Midwifery  ? 

I  believe  that  Lacerations  of  the  Perinseum  occur  in  many  Cases  where  no 
Art  or  Skill  could  prevent  them ;  but  certainly  an  unskilful  Person  would  be 
much  more  likely  to  cause  them,  or  to  place  a  Patient  under  Circumstances 
likely  to  cause  them,  than  if  the  Process  of  Labour  were  superintended  by 
Persons  competent  to  know  the  Course  of  those  Functions. 

Would  not  the  Prolapsus  Uteri  be  likewise  liable  to  be  occasioned  by  the 
Want  of  Skill  in  the  Midwife  ? 
Certainly. 
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H.  c.  sianderty  Esq.      The  Woman  was  in  Bed  when  you  saw  her  ? 
Yes. 

She  was  confined  in  Bed  by  the  State  she  was  in  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes  J  she  was  very  ill  besides ;  under  bodily  Illness  at  that  Time- 
Was  her  bodily  Illness  connected  with  either  of  those  Two  Circumstances? 
No ;  I  should  say  not  directly  connected  with  either  of  those  Two  Circum- 
stances. She  appeared  to  me  to  have  a  great  deal  of  bilious  Affection,  a  disturbed 
State  of  the  Stomach  and  Bowels ;  her  Pulse  was  very  high  j    she  was  in  a 
Fever. 

Not  Puerperal? 

No. 

From  the  State  in  which  she  was,  do  you  think  she  may  be  perfectly  well  so 
as  to  be  free  from  all  those  disagreeable  Circumstances  at  this  Time  ? 

No ;  I  should  say  not.  What  her  Powers  of  Constitution  may  be  to  recover  I 
cannot  say.  I  have  not  seen  her  since,  nor  had  I  seen  her  before  that  Moment 
I  thought  her  then  exceedingly  ill,  and  I  did  not  expect  her  Recovery.  She 
may  have  recovered  her  general  Health,  and  the  Laceration  which  has  taken 
place  may  be  skinned,  but  the  Aperture  of  the  Vagina  must  be  much  larger 
than  natural.  I  am  sure  it  must  be  so,  granting  it  to  be  healed,  which  it  may  be ; 
and  that  Enlargement  of  the  Aperture  may  itself  be  attended  with  much  Incon- 
venience.  The  Prolapsus  Uteri  which  had  then  taken  place,  and  which  I 
understood  had  then  taken  place  to  a  great  Extent,  she  may  in  a  great  Degree 
recover  from  ;  but  she  may  be  deprived,  I  imagine,  of  the  Means  of  supporting 
the  Uterus  in  consequence  of  the  Aperture  of  the  Vagina  being  so  large.  1  think 
there  would  be  a  Difficulty  in  introducing  into  the  Vagina  and  retaining  there 
any  Means  for  supporting  the  Uterus.  The  Woman  has  sustained  an  Injury,  at 
least  suffered  an  Accident,  that  she  cannot  perfectly  recover  from ;  and  that  will 
be  a  Discomfort  to  her,  more  or  less,  during  the  rest  of  her  Life. 

Though  the  Wound  may  be  skinned  over  ? 

Yes. 

If  anybody  should  say  she  is  as  perfectly  well  as  ever  she  was,  can  that 
be  true  ? 

Certainly  not.  I  should  say  it  may  be  true  with  regard  to  her  general 
Health  ;  but  if  it  is  said  that  she  is  as  well  as  she  was  before,  and  without  any 
Consequences  of  the  Accident,  that  cannot  be. 

Could  a  Person  of  the  least  Skill  look  at  her  and  examine  her  without 
perceiving  that  there  was  that  which  you  say  might  arise  from  a  Case  of 
Negligence  ? 

Certainly  not.  I  have  no  Doubt  that  if  examined  at  this  Time  by  any  com- 
petent Person  her  State  would  be  found  to  be  that  I  have  described. 

You  say  she  had  prepared  herself? 

When  I  went  into  the  Room  the  Woman  was  lying  in  Bed  in  a  very 
miserable  Hovel.  She  used  a  Sponge,  or  something  of  that  Kind,  for  Decency 
sake. 

There  was  no  unpleasant  Smell  ? 

There  was  in  some  Degree.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Amount  of  the 
Discharge  might  be.  There  was  a  Woman  attending  the  Patient.  The  Discharge 
did  not  appear  in  considerable  Quantity,  and  not  remarkably  offensive  ;  but  she 
had  been  sponged,  and  therefore  was  not  offensive  to  the  Extent  she  otherwise 
might  have  been. 

When  were  you  told  this  Injury  took  place  ? 
I  think  some  Months  before. 

You  attended  by  the  Desire  of  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  before  had  you  received  the  Request  from  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 

I  had  received  the  Request  from  Mr.  Ruddock,  a  Month  or  Two  before,  to 
desire  I  would  visit  some  Patient  at  Stowey,  but  I  shortly  after  received  a 
Letter  to  say  that  the  Patient  was  then  supposed  to  be  dying.     I  think  it  was 
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sidd  she  was  in  a  State  of  Coma,  and  she  was  thought  to  be  dying,  and  that  h.  c.  Standnt,  Esq 
there  was  no  Occasion  for  my  going  to  Stowey.     I  heard  no  more  of  the  Case  - 

until,  on  my  Return  from  Sir  Peregrine  Ackland's,  Mr.  Ruddock  stopped 
Mr.  Toogood*s  Carriage,  in  which  I  was,  and  asked  me  to  see  the  Woman 
then.  I  went  to  the  House,  and  saw  the  State  of  the  Woman,  and  heard  what 
Treatment  Mr.  Ruddock  had  adopted,  and  approved  of  it  1  thought  his 
Treatment  judicious  and  proper ;  and  the  Woman  stated  herself  to  be  then 
getting  better.    That  was  all  that  passed  upon  the  Subject. 

Do  you  know  whether  before  this  she  had  been  away  from  Stowey  over  the 
Quantock  Hills? 

No ;  I  understood  she  had  not  been  out  of  her  Bed  from  the  Time  of  her 
Confinement,  or  very  little  out  of  Bed  from  that  Time. 

Could  you  tell  from  her  Appearance  whether  there  had,  at  any  Time,  Mortifi- 
cation  taken  place  in  that  Part  ? 

I  cannot  tell ;  I  dare  say  Portions  may  have  sloughed,  but  there  was  no 
sloughing  at  the  Time  I  saw  her. 

You  cannot  tell  whether  Mortification  had  begun,  so  that  it  was  supposed 
that  she  would  die  in  consequence  of  the  Mortification  ? 
I  cannot  say  tliat. 

Could  it  have  taken  place  without  there  being  something  which  would  make 
you  perceive  that  it  had  been  so  ? 

Certainly  such  a  Circumstance  might  have  taken  place. 

Would  it  be  possible,  supposing  Mortification  to  have  taken  place,  to  stop  it 
under  those  Circumstances  ? 
Yes. 

That  would  be  Bark  and  Quinine  and  Port  Wine,  and  such  Remedies  as 
those? 

Yes  J  most  likely  Tonics  would  be  essential  under  such  Circumstances. 

Would  not  that,  in  case  of  Puerperal  Fever,  be  a  very  strange  Remedy  to 
give? 
Yes. 

What  would  cure  one  Complaint  would  aggravate  the  other,  would  it  not  ? 

Diseases  interlace  each  other  in  so  extraordinary  a  Manner  that,  at  certain 
Periods  of  a  Disease,  Tonics  are  essential  to  be  given,  when  a  few  Hours  before 
Tonics  would  be  most  highly  injurious.     I  can  hardly  speak  on  so  nice  a  Point. 

The  Probability  is,  that  if  Mortification  had  taken  place,  and  the  Woman 
was  at  the  same  Time  labouring  under  Puerperal  Fever,  the  Remedies  given 
for  Mortification  would  have  been  injurious  for  the  Fever  ? 

That  would  depend  upon  the  State  of  the  Fever. 

Would  Puerperal  Fever  be  brought  on  by  Laceration  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  Puerperal  Fever  would  be  brought  on  by  Laceration  ; 
but  if  Puerperal  Fever  existed,  and  Laceration  existed  too,  I  should  say  that 
the  State  of  the  lacerated  Parts  would  be  affected  by  the  general  State  of  the 
Patient ;  it  would  be  worse  than  if  the  Laceration  occurred  to  a  Person  not 
under  Fever.  Puerperal  Fever  attended  with  a  sloughing  Wound  would  then 
place  a  Patient  in  that  State  in  which  tonic  Treatment  would  be  consistent, 
and  would  be  proper. 

Where  would  be  the  sloughing  brought  on  by  Puerperal  Fever ;  would  it  be 
in  those  Parts  ? 

In  a  Person  having  a  lacerated  Vagina,  if  sloughing  should  take  place,  accom- 
panied by  Puerperal  Fever,  the  Danger  of  the  local  Injury  would  be  greatly 
increased  by  the  constitutional  Disease. 

Would  that  Laceration  bring  on  Puerperal  Fever  ? 
It  might  bring  on  Fever. 

It  would  not  be  called  Puerperal  Fever,  because  it  occurred  in  Childbed,  by 
a  skilful  Man  ? 

If  it  took  the  Character  of  Puerperal  Fever  it  would. 
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H.  c.  standert,  Esq.      Would  it  necessarily  take  that  Character  ? 
Not  necessarily,  but  it  might. 

If  it  did  not,  it  would  not  be  properly  called  Puerperal  Fever  ? 

There  might  be  verbal  Distinctions ;  it  would  be  merely  a  verbal  Distinction 
if  a  Person  after  Childbirth  received  a  severe  Wound  or  a  severe  Shodc  to  the 
Constitution  of  any  Kind  which  might  give  rise  to  Fever,  to  call  that  Fever 
Puerperal,  The  Term  applies  only  to  the  Period ;  it  is  a  Fever  tiiat  occurs  after 
Parturition,  and  therefore  it  has  been  termed  Puerperal  Fever.  It  marks  its 
Connexon,  but  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Production  of  the  Child^  except 
as  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Period. 

It  is  a  Fever  consequent  on  Parturition  ? 
Yes ;  often  attendant  on  Parturition. 

It  does  not  mean  any  Fever  arising  from  aiw  particular  Circumstance  during 
Parturition,  but  is  a  Fever  arising  from  any  Circumstances  when  occurring  in 
Parturition?, 

No,  I  should  not  say  that ;  because  it  is  involved  and  connected  with  the 
Functions  of  the  Organs  of  Parturition  j  but  I  do  not  call  the  Perinaeum  a  Part 
connected ;  it  is  only  an  accessary  Part  to  the  Organs  of  Parturition,  not  a 
primary  Part. 

Are  there  not  some  very  particular  Symptoms  of  Puerperal  Fever,  such  as 
being  highly  infectious  ? 

Yes ;  it  extends  through  the  Lying-in  Hospitds  where  a  Number  of  Womai 
are  together ;  it  is  infectious,  certainly. 

That  is  not  the  Case  with  Fevers  in  general  ? 

No.  A  Puerperal  Fever  I  have  known  happen  where  it  has  not  gone  fiirther, 
and  have  known  it  to  happen  to  Persons  as  if  depending  on  the  Constitution, 
the  Atmosphere,  and  Predisposition  on  the  Part  of  the  Patients.  I  do  not 
know  whether  to  call  it  absolutely  infectious  or  not  j  it  is  generally  considered 
so,  but  it  is  not  invariably  so. 

Are  you  to  be  understood  that  such  an  Accident  might  occur  without  either 
Negligence  or  Want  of  Skill  in  the  Midwife  ? 

It  might  occur ;  but  I  have  never  known  it  to  occur  in  Cases  where  Females 
have  deUvered  themselves,  and  have  had  Children  under  Hay-ricks,  and  behind 
Hedges,  and  been  left  entirely  to  themselves.  I  have  not  known  of  such  a 
Case  occurring.  I  believe  myself  that  it  may  be  produced  by  officious  and 
injudicious  Meddling.  I  think  that  it  is  possible  and  probable ;  but  it  rardly 
happens,  I  believe,  in  a  State  of  Nature,  to  any  Extent,  though  I  have  known 
it  m  Quadrupeds. 

Have  you  ever  known  it  happen  when  the  Patient  has  been  in  the  Hands  of 
die  most  skilful  Practitioner  ? 

I  believe  it  might  happen  when  no  Skill  could  prevent  it — in  a  Case  rf 
spasmodic  Action  ;  but  I  think,  at  the  same  Time,  that  ignorant  and  officious 
Meddling  might  cause  it. 

Has  it  ever  occurred  to  yourself? 

I  am  not  aware  that  it  has  ;  it  may  have  happened  in  a  very  slight  Degree, 
but  not  sufficiently  to  be  complained  of;  but  I  can  conceive  that  such  a  Case 
might  occur.  I  recollect  a  Case  to  which  I  was  called  on  a  Trial,  where  a  Gen- 
tleman was  blamed  because  a  Laceration  had  taken  place ;  but  it  was  proved 
that  he  was  paying  every  proper  Attention,  but  that  the  Patient  suddenly 
started  from  her  Bed,  and  Laceration  took  place.  It  was  dear  that  he  had  not 
the  Means  of  preventing  that,  and  so  the  Case  terminated  in  his  fiill  Acquittal. 

The  State  in  which  this  Woman  was  when  you  saw  her  does  not  necessarily 
imply  either  Negligence  or  Want  of  Skill? 
Certainly  not. 

Is  that  the  Case  to  which  you  have  just  alluded,  of  a  Lady  starting  up,  a  Case 
Mr.Toogood  alluded  to  ? 

It  was  a  Case  tried  at  Taunton  Thirty  Years  ago. 

Do  you  know  where  it  occurred  ? 

It  occmred  in  Crewkhume.  I  was  in  Court  at  the  Time,  and  I  was  desired 
by  one  of  the  Barristers  there  to  sit  by  him.    I  was  not  called  as  a  Witness,  but 
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merely  to  give  him  any  little  anatomical  Information  that  might  be  required,  H»C.Standtri,Esq. 
and  1  heard  the  Case  with  great  Attention.     The  Patient  was  a  very  irritable      — — 
Female  ;  the  Surgeon  was  in  the  Room  to  assist  her»  and  she  suddenly  sprang 
out  of  Bed.     The  Infant  was  bom ;  and  the  Surgeon  was  prosecuted,  I  believe, 
from  some  bad  Feeling  of  the  Family  towards  him.     That  was  clearly  shown 
at  the  Trial. 

No  Care  could  prevent  that  ? 

No  5  she  startea  up,  and  the  Child  was  bom,  and  a  very  considerable  Lacera- 
tion of  the  PerinsBum  took  place. 

How  long  have  you  practised  as  a  Midwife  ? 
All  my  professional  Life. 

More  than  Twenty  Years  ? 
Yes ;  more  than  Thirty  Years. 

Has  any  other  Case  occurred  to  you  in  all  your  Practice  ? 
No,  there  has  not 

Do  you  know  any  other  Instance  of  its  having  occurred  to  a  Medical  Man  of 
Skill,  except  in  the  Case  to  which  you  have  alluded? 
No,  I  do  not. 

You  did  not  refer  to  the  present  Case  in  your  Answer  ? 
No  J  I  was  asked  as  to  my  Practice.     I  only  saw  this  Woman  once,  and  that 
but  for  a  short  Time. 

Was  there  any  thing  in  the  Nature  of  the  Injury  or  the  delicate  State  of  the 
Woman's  Health  connected  with  those  Injuries  which  led  you  to  conclude  posi- 
tively that  they  arose  from  the  Unskilfulness  of  the  Midwife  ? 

No;  I  should  not  have  attributed  the  Case  to  the  Unskilfulness  of  the  Mid- 
wife. At  the  Time  I  examined  the  Woman  it  was  a  long  Time  after  her  Partu- 
rition 5  if  I  had  seen  her  just  after  I  do  not  know  thgt  I  could  have  said  this 
was  done  by  an  ignorant  and  dangerous  Interference.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
eould  take  upon  myself  to  say  that  in  any  Case,  but  stUl  less  after  so  long  a 
Time ;  but  I  should  say  in  every  such  Case  due  Attention  to  and  Knowledge  of 
the  Functions  of  Nature  at  the  Period  of  Parturition  would  give  a  much  greater 
Degree  erf*  Probability  that  no  such  Accident  would  take  place,  than  if  a  meddling 
and  officious  Person  had  been  engaged ;  I  should  say  that  Care  and  Skill  and 
Judgment  would,  in  a  Majority  of  Cases,  though  they  could  not  always  prevent, 
^ve  a  Tendency  to  prevent  such  an  Accident  taking  place. 

That  is  clear  as  a  general  Proposition ;  but  have  you  any  Means  or  Grounds 
of  applying  that  general  Proposition  to  this  particular  Case  as  to  the  Cause  of 
this  Injury? 

No,  I  think  not ;  I  do  not  know  any  particular  Ground  in  the  Appearance  or 
the  State  of  the  Woman  that  would  induce  me  to  say  at  once,  this  has  been 
done  by  Violence  or  by  unskilful  Practice.  I  do  not  think  tliere  would  be 
sufficient  to  say  that;  for  in  the  Case  at  Crewkhume  the  Laceration  was 
immense,  and  it  would  have  been  very  unjust  for  any  Person  to  have  drawn  the 
Inference  that  that  Person  suffered  nrom  Want  of  Skill ;  it  was  clearly  shown 
that  she  was  not  suffering  from  Want  of  Skill  or  proper  previous  Care,  for  the 
Woman  was  in  Bed ;  but  the  lower  Classes  of  Society  are  ill  accommodated 
with  Bed  Clothes,  and  there  is  a  Habit  amongst  the  old  Nurses  who  attend  in 
Confinements  of  making  them  walk  about  previous  to  their  Confinement,  in 
order,  probably,  to  save  the  soiling  the  Bed  Clothes.  They  generally  insist  upon 
the  Child  being  produced  when  they  are  standing ;  a  Position  most  likely  to 
cause  the  Evils  complained  of,  and  some  other  Evils  which  I  will  not  go  mto. 
I  should  certainly  in  such  Cases  ask  whether  the  Woman  had  been  confined  in 
Bed.  If  she  had  been  brought  to  Bed  walking  about  that  would  have  a 
Tendency  to  produce  such  Laceration. 

Do  you  happen  to  know  whether  this  Woman  Allen  was  confined  in  Bed  ? 

I  do  not }  I  made  no  such  Inquiry. 

You  stated  that  you  had  never  known  a  Case  of  the  Kind  occur  with  Women 
who  delivered  themselves  in  Fields  or  under  Hedges ;  would  those  be  People 
who  would  be  walking  about  during  their  Labour? 

They  generally,  I  believe,  lie  down.  I  do  know  an  Instance  where  a  Child 
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ij.c.Siandert,  Esq.  was  bom  of  a  Woman  shortly  after  quitting  her  Mistress's  House.    The  Woman 

*  J 1 '  '  was  standing  in  a  Field,  and  the  ChUd  was  produced  at  One  Effort ;  and  I  think 

I  showed  on  her  Trial  that  the  Child  was  killed  by  the  Fall. 

Do  you  happen  to  know  the  Practice  of  the  French  Obstetricians,  Men 
Midwives  ? 
I  know  their  Theories ;  1  do  not  know  their  Practice  absolutely. 

Do  you  not  know  that  their  Practice  is  to  deliver  Women  in  an  upright 
Situation ;  not  standing,  but  sitting  ? 

I  know  with  many  French  Surgeons,  and  I  believe  throughout  the  Medi- 
terranean, that  is  the  Custom,  and  perhaps  in  the  South  of  France ;  but  Labours 
in  the  Mediterranean  and  tlie  South  of  France  are  more  easy  than  in  this 
Country.  » 

You  hold  that  that  would  be  a  bad  Practice  in  this  Country  ? 
I  think  so  ;  I  have  seen  great  Evils  arise  from  iL 

Prolapsus  Uteri  is  a  very  common  Complaint,  is  it  not  ? 
Yes ;  it  is  a  frequent  Complaint. 

There  is  a  Return  from  the  Truss  Society  that  in  Thirty  Years  there  were 
2,418  Cases  of  Prolapsus  Uteri,  besides  Prolapsus  Vaginae  and  Cases  of  Pro- 
lapsus Vesicae  ;  that  would  be  at  the  Rate  of  Eighty  per  Annum  j  is  that  more 
than  you  would  expect  ? 

I  dare  say  there  may  be  that  Number ;  I  have  not  arrived  at  any  thing  like  a 
statistical  Calculation  of  the  Number. 

You  say  that  the  Woman  was  very  ill  in  bodily  Health  when  you  saw  her  ? 
She  was. 

Did  she  say  that  she  had  been  in  that  State"  for  a  considerable  Time  before 
her  being  brought  to  Bed  ? 

No  J  I  did  not  go  into  her  State  previous  to  her  Confinement. 

You  did  not  know  how  far  her  previous  State  would  require  her  being  assisted 
by  a  skilful  Person  in  her  Delivery  ? 

No.  ^ 

Did  you  prescribe  for  her  ? 

I  certainly  did  not  write  for  her ;  I  think  I  did  not  WTite  for  her,  because  I 
approved  of  the  Treatment  Mr.  Ruddock  had  adopted,  which  was  very  judicious, 
and  the  Woman  stated  she  was  better. 

Was  it  internal  or  local  Treatment  ? 

It  was  internal  Treatment ;  and  a  Lotion,  I  think,  was  used  to  the  Organs. 

After  this  Laceration  had  taken  place  could  any  opening.  Medicine. have  any. 
Effect  in  curing  it  ? 

Certainly  not.  It  would  have  so  far  an  Effect  in  curing  a  Wound  that  if  the 
Bowels  are  not  taken  care  of,  and  the  general  Health  attended  to,  no  Wound 
will  heal. 

Was  it  not  absolutely  necessary  that  something  more  should  be  done  ? 
Certainly. 

You  know  what  the  Female  Midwives  in  Somersetshire  are ;  do  you  think 
that  a  Female  Midwife  would  be  competent  to  the  taking  care  of  this  Woman 
after  such  an  Accident  had  occurred  ? 

Certainly  not. 

From  your  general  Experience  of  the  Midwives,  are  they  fit,  in  case  of  Lacera- 
tion such  as  you  have  described,  to  be  trusted  with  the  Care  of  a  Patient  ? 

Certainly  not.  I  have  had  a  great  deal  of  Experience  with  Nurses,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  I  have  never  derived  any  Advantage  or  Information  of  any 
Kind  whatever  fi*om  any  Midwife  or  any  Nurse  I  ever  knew  in  my  Life ;  they 
are  generally  a  very  uninformed  Class  of  Persons;  their  Notions  are  most 
unaccountable.  How  the  Follies  which  have  got  into  their  Minds  have  been 
generated  there  is  beyond  my  Conception;  but  we  have  not  till  within  a 
tew  Years  been  able  to  get  rid  of  the  Infant  being  bandaged  from  Head  to 
Foot  J  they  do  it  in  Germany  to  this  Hour ;  that  has  been  a  mischievous  In- 
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vention  of  that  Tribe  of  People;  that,  however,  is  got  rid  of  in  this  Country.  H.cstanderUEsq. 

A  Thousand  Freaks,  and  mischievous  Plans  they  adopt ;  not  one  of  them  is  of      — — 

the  least  Use,  and  most  of  them  hi^ly  injurious.     The  great  Use  of  a  Medical 

Man  attending  as  an  Accoucheur  is  to  exclude  the  mischievous  Meddling  of 

Nurses.     In  my  own  Family  I  have  never  had  what  is  called  a  Monthly  Nurse. 

I  have  advisea  my  Patients  not  to  have  Monthly  Nurses ;  and  I  have  never 

known  One  Lady,  who  has  once  been  prevailed  on  to  dispense  with  a  Nurse, 

who  would  ever  after  employ  another  to  attend  her.    Nature  is  so  competent, 

that  in  Ninety-nine  Cases  out  of  a  Hundred  a  scientific  Man  will  do  nothing. 

Where  there  has  been  previous  Illness,  was  it  safe  to  leave  the  Woman  to  be 
delivered  by  One  of  those  Women? 
Certainly  not 

That  must  depend  upon  the  Nature  of  the  Illness? 

I  think  it  is  never  safe  to  leave  a  Woman  requiring  medical  Treatment  to  the 
Care  of  a  Nurse.  I  never  knew  a  Nurse  to  whom  1  would  leave  a  Woman  in 
such  a  State. 

Suppo^ng  she  had  been  attended  previous  to  her  Delivery  by  a  Medical 
Man  for  a  particular  Complaint, — ^Constipation  of  the  Bowelsy^-^and  had  been 
reported  well  Three  Weeks  before  her  (Jonfinement,  should  you  infer  neces- 
sarily  from  that,  that  it  was  dangerous  that  she  should  be  delivered  without  the 
Assistance  of  a  Medical  Man  ? 

I  should  not  have  inferred  that  from  the  mere  Fact  of  her  having  been  before 
indisposed ;  it  would  depend  upon  the  Degree  to  which  she  might  have  been 
relieved,  and  the  State  of  Health  in  which  she  was. 

You  do  not  infer  from  that,  that  she  ought  to  have  had  more  than  any  other 
Person  the  Attendance  of  a  Medical  Man  ? 
Not  from  the  Statement  that  she  had  been  ill  and  was  then  well. 

Would  it  be  desirable  that  the  Medical  Man  who  had  attended  her  pre- 
viously should  be  called  upon  to  decide  whether  he  should  attend  her  in  her 
Confinement? 

Certainly,  the  Medical  Man  would  be  the  only  Person  to  judge  on  such  a 
Point. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 

I  know  him  personally }  I  have  met  him  Twice  or  Three  Times. 

Did  you  know  from  him  that  he  had  attended  her  previously  ? 

No  ;  I  had  hardly  Time  to  get  any  previous  History  of  the  Case  ;  I  consulted 
upon  her  then  State  without  reference  to  the  past,  except  so  fkr  as  it  was 
necessary  to  enable  me  to  know  what  her  then  State  was. 

Did  you  learn  from  him  that  he  had  been  attending  her  some  Time  ? 
Yes. 

And  that  he  had  recommended  she  should  be  attended  by  a  Medical  Man  ? 
I  think  he  told  me  so. 

Judging  from  his  Statement,  and  the  State  in  which  you  saw  her,  have  you 
any  Doubt  that  she  ought  to  have  been  attended  by  a  Medical  Man  .^ 

I  have  no  Doubt  that  she  ought  if  Mr.  Ruddock  had  recommended  it ;  I 
have  no  Doubt  he  would  rive  a  very  satisfactory  Reason  why  he  should  have 
attended  her  under  those  Circumstances. 

Have  you  been  called  in  to  attend  any  other  Patient  under  the  Bridgwater 
Union  ? 

No,  I  have  not. 

Hysteritis  Simplex  is  an  Inflammation  of  the  Womb? 

Yes. 

If  she  was  ill  on  the  20th  and  recovered  on  the  30th  of  June,  and  was 
delivered  on  the  3d  of  July,  do  you  not  think  that  a  Medical  Man  should  have 
attended  her  ? 

I  think  so^    If  she  Was  in  bad  Health,  and.  any  Medical  Person  stated  she 

was  in  a  Condition  that  would  require  scientific  Assistance  during  her  Con- 
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;/.  c  Standeri,  Esq.  finement, — 1  should  say  that  a  competent  Surgeon  making  such  an  Assertion,  if 
— — — —      he  could  be  believed,  would  be  the  only  Person  to  judge  of  the  Necessity,  and 
that  his  Judgment  should  decide  that  roint. 

You  do  not  remember  having  attended  any  other  Patient  belonging  to  the 
Bridgwater  Union? 

I  saw  a  Person  with  a  dislocated  Shoulder.  Some  Months  ago  a  Person 
came  to  me  with  a  dislocated  Shoulder ;  a  most  obvious  Dislocation.  The 
Moment  I  saw  the  Shoulder  I  asked  when  the  Dislocation  had  happened ;  the 
Woman  stated  that  it  had  happened  some  Months  before;  I  tliink  nearly 
Three  Months.  I  asked  who  had  attended  her,  but  she  could  not  tell  me  the 
Name  of  the  Surgeon,  but  said  it  was  some  Surgeon  at  Bridgwater ;  that  she 
had  fallen  from  a  Cart,  and  had  bruised  and  lacerated  her  Elbow,  (and  there 
was  a  Scar  on  the  Elbow,)  and  she  had  applied  to  this  Person,  who  told  her 
tlxat  her  Elbow  only  was  hurt ;  that  he  ordered  her  a  Lotion,  and  was  very  atten- 
tive,  and  according  to  her  Statement  had  attended  her  a  Week  at  Bridgwater, 
and  during  that  Time  saw  her  Three  or  Four  Times.  She  informed  me  that 
she  told  him  that  she  knew  there  must  be  something  wrong  with  the  Bone,  for 
it  pressed  against  her  Ribs ;  he  said.  No,  it  was  only  a  bruised  Elbow.  On  the 
following  Saturday,  when  she  left  Bridgwater,  having  been  under  his  Care  then 
a  full  Week  (from  the  previous  Saturday),  she  returned  to  Taunton,  and  the 
Surgeon  then  supplied  her  with  a  Bottle  of  Lotion,  and  told  her  to  apply  that ; 
that,  depending  upon  his  Opinion,  she  had  asked  no  further  Aid,  but  had  suf- 
fered a  gi'eat  deal  of  Pain,  and  was  unable  to  use  her  Arm.  About  a  Week 
before  she  had  seen  me  she  had  gone  to  the  Taunton  Hospital ;  there  the 
Surgeons  had  told  her  her  Shoulder  was  dislocated,  and  that  they  much  feared 
it  was  too  late  to  effect  a  Reduction. 

Did  you  think  so  too  ? 

No ;  I  told  her  I  would  attempt  it ;  and  I  did  make  an  Extension  to  some 
considerable  Degree,  to  which  she  very  readily  submitted ;  but  I  was  unable  to 
reduce  the  Bone'  at  that  Time  ;  but  I  told  her  I  would  make  further  Attempts, 
if  she  chose  to  apply  to  me  at  some  other  Time.  Two  Days  after  she  called 
again  on  me,  and  asked  if  I  was  ready  to  give  my  Opinion  that  the  Shoulder 
was  dislocated  ?  I  said.  Certainly.  She  then  asked  me  whether  she  ought  not 
to  have  Compensation. 

Had  she  been  treated  as  if  she  had  dislocated  her  Shoulder  ? 

No.  She  told  me  she  had  told  the  Surgeon  who  had  attended  her,  whose 
Name  she  did  not  know,  that  the  Shoulder  was  not  in  its  Place,  and  that  he 
said  it  was.  She  said  she  had  been  advised  by  her  Friends  to  prosecute  the 
Surgeon,  to  obtain  some  Compensation.  I  said,  **  I  can  say  nothing  upon  that 
Subject ;  I  cannot  advise  you  at  all/'  She  then  mentioned  the  Names  of  some 
Attorneys, — Two  Attorneys.  I  said,  "  They  are  very  respectable  Men  j  you  must 
be  decided  by  your  own  Opinion  ;  1  have  nothing  to  say  to  this ;  you  must  take 
your  own  Course.*' 

In  your  Opinion  the  Surgeon  had  neglected  his  Duty  ? 
If  the  Case  be  as  the  Woman  states  it,  it  is  the  most  gross  Case  of  unreduced 
Dislocation  I  ever  saw  in  my  Life. 

What  is  the  Name  of  the  Woman  ? 
I  tliink  it  is  Webber. 

Did  you  know  her  before? 

I  did  not. 

Did  you  know  any  thing  of  her  Character  ? 

That  she  was  a  Woman  of  respectable  Character. 

Does  she  live  at  Taunton  ? 

Yes ;  she  lives  near  my  House ;  she  is  a  Washerwoman. 

You  knew  nothing  of  her  Case  but  what  she  stated  to  you? 
I  knew  nothing  of  it  but  from  her  Statement. 

You  know  that  it  is  a  Case  of  Dislocation,  and  which  had  not  been  so  treated  ? 
It  was  a  most  obvious  Case ;  and  it  appeared  not  to  have  been  so  treated, 
certainly. 
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You  do  not  know  how  it  had  been  treated,  except  from  what  the  Woman  H.cstanderi.Bsq. 
told  you  ?  -— — . 

No.  The  Case  is  at  present,  I  believe,  going  on ;  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  so ; 
but  I  have  heard  since  that  she  has  applied  to  some  Attorney,  I  think  to 
Mr.  Trenchard,  and  that  a  Prosecution  is  now  pending,  and  that  I  must  be 
called  into  Court  to  give  my  Evidence  I  have  now  given.  The  Name  of  the 
Gentleman  who  was  accused  by  that  Woman  who  called  on  me,  I  found,  was 
Mr.  Ward,  who  is  the  Surgeon  of  the  Bridgwater  Union*  Shortly  after  he 
called  on  me  twice.  When  he  first  called  he  told  me  that  the  Woman's  Story 
was  altogether  a  Calumny ;  that  he  had  never  seen  the  Woman  in  his  Life,  and 
knew  nothing  of  the  Case.  I  said  to  him,  "  Sir,  1  do  not  know  you  j  but  I 
can  only  say  the  Case  is  the  most  flagrant  one  I  ever  saw,  and  I  am  dad  you 
have  no  Concern  with  it  in  any  Way.*'  He  assured  me  that  was  the  Fact. 
Two  Days  after  he  called  upon  me  again,  and  told  me  that  he  remembered  the 
Case.  I  found  he  went  from  my  House  to  the  Woman  j  and  he  said,  the 
Moment  he  saw  the  Woman  he  remembered  her,  and  that  the  Woman  had 
refused  to  allow  him  to  make  any  Examination ;  that  he  had  told  her  her  Arm 
was  dislocated,  and  she  refused  to  allow  him  to  make  any  Examination,  or  do 
any  thing  for  her  Relief.  I  said,  "  If  that  is  the  Case  you  are  relieved  from 
Responsibility ;  you  have  only  to  prove  that,  and  there  is  an  End  of  the  Case ; 
the  Woman  denies  that  to  be  the  Case.'* 

Has  he  made  any  Application  to  you  to  make  it  up  with  the  Woman  ? 

Yes,  he  did ;  he  said,  "  I  wish  you  would  go  and  speak  to  the  Woman,  and 
try  to  make  it  up  for  me."  I  said,  "  No^ou  will  excuse  me ;  1  do  not  choose 
to  interfere ;  I  would  not  instigate  the  Woman  to  prosecute  you,  nor  have  I 
taken  the  smallest  Step."  He  said,  "  Yes,  I  have  been  told  you  have."  I 
said,  *^  Then  you  have  been  misinformed."  The  Woman  spoke  of  employing 
an  Attorney  to  me;  and  she  mentioned  Two  most  respectable  Gentlemen, 
and  I  said,  "  You  cannot  apply  to  more  respectable  Men  than  those  Gentlemen ;" 
and  I  said  to  him,  **  I  lliought  it  might  be  doing  you,  or  whoever  it  might  be, 
a  Service,  for  she  might  have  found  Attorneys  who  might  carry  on  the  Cause 
in  a  less  proper  Manner  than  those  Gentlemen  she  had  named  would  do.  I 
told  her  that  Mr.  Trenchard,  or  Mr.  Pinchard  would  do  what  was  right. 
I  could  not  recommend  the  Woman  not  to  endeavour  to  obtain  some  Compen- 
sation, for  I  do  think  her  Case,  if  she  states  it  truly,  requires  it" 

All  you  know  is  from  Mr.  Ward  and  this  Woman  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  expect  to  be  called  as  a  Witness  ? 
Yes  J  but  I  have  heard  nothing  of  it  of  late. 

When  did  this  Case  occur  ? 
Some  Time  ago. 

Before  the  last  Taunton  Assizes  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  why  the  Case  was .  not  brought  forward  at  the  last  Taunton 
Assizes  ? 

I  do  not ;  1  think  1  asked  somebody  whether  it  would  be  brought  on,  and 
was  told  there  was  not  Time  to  bring  it  on  at  the  last  Assizes. 

You  have  not  mixed  yourself  up  in  the  Case  at  all  ? 

Not  at  all }  I  have  endeavoured  to  keep  myself  free  from  it. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

ELIZABETH  WOOLLEY  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows ;  Elizabeth  Woolley. 

WHERE  do  you  live  ? 
At  Stowey. 

Were  you  present  when  Charlotte  Allen  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 

No. 
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Elizabeth  Wooiie^.       When  did  you  see  her  after  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 
•"  The  next  Morning, 

In  what  State  was  she  ?    Did  she  complain  of  any  thing  particular  ? 
Of  nothing  particular. 

You  went  to  the  Eelieving  OflScer  ? 
On  the  Monday  I  did. 

On  what  Day  of  the  Week  did  you  first  see  her  ? 
On  the  Saturday. 

What  did  you  go  to  the  Relieving  Officer  for  ? 
For  the  Doctor, 

How  came  you  to  go  for  the  Doctor  ? 

She  sent  for  me.  and  begged  me  to  speak  for  the  Doctor. 

Did  she  state  any  Reascm  why  she  wished  to  see  the  Doctor  ? 
Yes  J  she  told  me  she  was  very  ill. 

Did  she  tell  you  of  any  thing  particular  ? 

She  told  me  what  was  the  matter  with  her.  I  told  her  it  was  different  from 
what  it  was  with  my  Children. 

Did  she  tell  you  there  was  a  bearing  down,  or  any  thing  of  that  Sort  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  examine  her  yourself? 
Yes. 

Have  you  had  any  Children  yourself? 

I  have  had  Seven.  She  asked  me  whether  I  could  tdl  wh^  it  was.  I  said, 
»*  No,  I  did  not  know.'* 

She  did  not  make  you  feel  or  examine  her  ? 
No. 

You  went  to  the  Relieving  Officer  and  found  him  in  the  Churchyard  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  you  say  to  him  ? 

1  asked  him  if  a  Doctor  would  be  allowed  for  Charlotte.  He  said,  "  A  Doctor ; 
for  why  ?'*  I  said,  "  She  is  very  ill.  Sir."  He  asked  what  was  the  matter  j  I 
said,  "  I  do  not  know  j  she  is  different  from  any  thing  I  ever  was  with  any  of 
mine.*' 

What  did  he  say? 

He  said  if  there  was  any  Necessity  for  a  Doctor  he  must  be  had.  I  said,  I 
did  not  know  whether  it  was  the  Case,  or  no,  that  there  was  no  Parish  Doctor 
fixed. 

There  had  been  a  Dispute  about  the  Payment  to  the  Parish  Doctor  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  tell  vou  to  go  to  his  Wife  ? 

He  said,  "  No ;  certainly,  there  is  no  Parish  Doctor  fixed ;  the  doctoring  is 
equally  expensive  now  as  if  she  was  to  pay  for  the  Doctor  herself;  but  she  is  not 
to  lie  and  die  for  want  of  a  Doctor.*' 

Did  he  desire  you  to  go  to  his  Wife  ? 

He  said  again,  "  I  suppose  you  know  what  is  the  matter  ?*•  I  said,  "  Sir,  I  do 
not  think  it  proper  to  tell  you  j  but  if  you  think  it  proper  to  send  Mistress  she 
will  convince  you  what  is  the  matter.'* 

Did  you  go  to  the  Wife  ?  . 
Yes.- 

Did  the  Wife  go  with  you  to  see  her  ? 

No.  I  went  to  Mrs.  Waites,  and  she  asked  what  was  the  Matter ;.  I  told  her  as 
well  as  I  could.  She  asked  what  the  Midwife  had  given  her ;  I  told  her  she  had 
bathed  her  with  warm  Water  and  with  Watercresses.  She  said,  likely  some  little 
frivolous  Thing  might  do  equally  as  much  Good  as  the  Doctor,  but  she  would  be 
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advised  by  KittvWalker }  that  was  the  Midwife«  Then  she  said  again,  **I  should  EHzabeth  WooUey. 

wish  for  kitty  Walkertobe  there.**  "If  I  come  up/*  I  said,  "I  wlgoand  fetch        ' 

her,  if  you  will  walk  up."  Kitty  Walker  was  Hay-making ;  she  came  m  at  Dinner 

Time ;  we  told  her  what  she  said,  and  she  went  down  and  told  her  there  was  no 

Necessity  for  a  Doctor,  but  a  little  Castor  Oil ;  then  Castor  Oil  was  sent  j  Three 

Pennyworth. 

Mrs.  Waites  went  to  see  her  ? 
No,  not  tiD  the  Wednesday  after* 

When  she  did  onne  did  she  proceed  to  examine  her  ? 
I  was  not  present  when  she  came. 

Did  you  see  Charlotte  Allen  after  you  had  been  to  Mrs.  Waites  on  the 
Monday  ? 
Yes. 

You  went  back  to  h^  and  told  her  what  had  passed  between  you  and  the 
Relieving  OfScer,  Mr.  Waites  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  she  81^  ? 

She  said  she  did  not  know  what  to  do,  for  that  die  was  very  ill,  and  thought 
she  should  die. 

Did  she  appear  to  you  to  be  in  a  very  bad  State  ? 
Very  bad  mdeed. 

WSw  she  in  great  Pain  ? 
Yes. 

She  complained  of  great  P&in  ? 
Yes. 

When  Mrs.  Waites  came  ddwn  did  she  say  she  should  order  the  Doctor  ? 
Yes ;  the  Doctor  was  ordered  unmediately  after  Mrs.  Waites  came. 

How  soon  after  that  did  you  see  Charlotte  Allen  again  ? 
I  did  not  see  her  till  the  next  Day. 

By  that  Time  the  Doctor  had  been  there  ? 
Yes. 

Was  he  there  the  following  Day  too  ? 
Yes- 
Were  you  there  when  he  was  there  the  following  Day  ? 
No. 

You  do  not  know  whether  he  examined  her  ? 
No ;  I  only  saw  him  go  in  and  out. 

How  long  did  she  remain  in  her  Bed  after  her  Lying-in  ? 
She  remained  abed,  I  suppose,  for  Three  Months. 

She  was  confined  to  her  Bed? 

Yes.    I  cannot  exactly  say  to  a  Week,  but  I  believe  about  Three  Months. 

Do  vou  know  any  thing  of  her  getting  upimmediately  after  her  being  broughjt 
to  Bed ;  the  Day  after  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 
Oh  no ;  I  do  not  know  any  thing  of  that 

What  became  of  her  after  the  Three  Months ;  did  she  remain  in  Nether 
Stowey  ? 
Yes. 

She  went  some  Time  after  that  over  the  Quantock  Hills  ? 
That  was  Three  Quarters  of  a  Year  after  that. 

In  what  Month  did  she  go  to  that  Place  ? 

In  March  last;  the  latter  End  of  March  \  she  went  a  Fortnight  before  Lady  Day. 
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EUxaheth  fVooiiey.      Did  you  see  any  thine  of  her  between  the  Time  of  her  being  brought  to  Bed 

and  her  going  to  Oiat  Race  ? 

I  saw  her  brought  through  the  Street  at  the  Time  she  was  taken  to  the  Uoion 
House. 

Did  you  see  her  between  the  Time  of  her  Confinement  and  the  Time  of  her 
going  over  the  Hills  ? 
Several  Times. 

Did  she  continue  ill  ? 

Yes ;  she  complained  that  she  could  not  walk|  and  could  not  stand  upright 

Did  she  complain  of  a  Discharge? 
Yes,  she  did. 

Was  there  any  thing  offensive  in  the  Discharge ;  could  you  smell  any  thing? 
No }  I  was  not  able  to  see  any  thing,  any  more  than  I  heard  her  say. 

Did  she  complain  of  the  Discharge  being  offensive  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  seen  her  lately? 

I  have  not  seen  her  since  she  went  to  go  to  the  House. 

Did  you  speak  to  her  ? 

Yes;  she  came  to  me  once,  and  Mr.  Waites  sent  her  some  Tea  and  some 
Victuals  to  make  use  of. 

Did  she  complain  of  being  still  inconvenienced  by  this  Mirfortune? 

She  still  complained  tliat  she  was  weak,  and  not  able  to  stand  upright,  and 
not  able  to  walk. 

Did  she  complain  of  still  having  that  Discharge? 

No. 

You  did  not  ask  her,  perhaps  ? 

No. 

You  live  near  Charlotte  Allen  ? 

I  live  at  the  next  House. 

You  were  not  present  at  her  Delivery  ? 

No  J  I  left  Four  Hours  before  she  was  confined. 

You  saw  her  the  next  Day  after  her  Delivery  ? 
Yes. 

When  was  she  confined  ? 
Not  till  late  at  Night 

Did  Kitty  Walker  give  her  any  thing  ? 
She  gave  her  some  Senna. 

Do  you  know  whether  that  had  operated  ? 
I  cannot  tell. 

Who  sent  you  on  the  Monday  to  the  Relieving  Officer  ? 
Kitty  Walker. 

Was  Mrs.  Date  attending  her  at  the  Time  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  not  take  back  some  Castor  Oil  upon  the  Monday  ? 
No ;  Mr.  Waites's  Daughter  brought  it. 

Was  she  more  comfortable  after  that  had  taken  effect  ? 
No. 

When  did  you  see  her  after  she  had  taken  that  ? 

She  had  taken  it  on  the  Monday  Afternoon,  about  Four  o'Clock,  and  I  saw 
her  the  next  Day. 

She  still  complamed  ? 
Yes ;  she  still  got  worse. 

When  you  say  she  lay  abed  Three  Months  did  you  never  see  her  up  during 
those  Three  Months  ? 
No. 

Did 
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Did  you  perceive  any  disa^eeable  Smell  when  you  went  into  the  Room  ?       Elizabeth  WooiUy. 
I  didf  not  myself  but  she  did  say  herself  that  there  was.  

Did  she  go  out  at  the  End  of  Three  Months  ? 
No- 
Did  she  walk  about  ? 
No ;  she  went  along  holding  by  Things,  and  sat  by  the  lire. 

That  continued  up  to  the  Time  of  her  going  away  in  the  Cart  ? 
She  was  taken  ill  after  that,  and  confined  to  her  Bed  before  she  was  taken 
away  in  the  Cart 

Had  you  known  this  poor  Woman  before  she  was  put  to  Bed  ? 
Yes. 

What  had  been  her  State  of  Health  ? 

She  had  been  ill  for  a  long  Time,  but  she  had  been  very  well  for  Two 
Years. 

Do  you  remember  what  State  she  was  in  unmediately  before  she  was 
confined? 
She  was  very  poorly  some  Time  before  she  was  confined. 

How  many  Days  before  ? 
A  Week  or  Two. 

Did  she  then  express  any  Wish  to  have  a  Doctor  ? 

She  never  said  any  thing  particular  j  she  said  she  must  have  whoever  the 
Parish  pleased  to  let  her. 

Did  she  express  any  Wish  to  have  a  Doctor  ? 
Not  that  I  heard. 

She  was  in  bad  Health  then  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  express  a  Wish  to  have  a  Woman  rather  than  a  Man  ? 
No ;  she  did  not  express  a  Wish  either  Way. 

She  did  not  express  a  Wish,  in  your  Hearing,  either  Way  ? 
No. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

MARY  DATE  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  jn^^  p^/^. 

WHERE  do  you  live  ?  

At  Doriton. 

Is  that  near  Stowey  ? 

About  a  Mile  and  a  Quarter  firom  Stowey.    I  have  moved  from  Stowey. 

You  are  the  Sister  of  Kitty  Walker  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  live  at  Stowey  at  the  Time  Charlotte  Allen  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 
She  Uved  in  my  House. 

You  attended  her  ? 

Yes,  imtil  her  Mother  came  after  she  was  confined ;  I  assisted  her  between. 

Had  you  any  Conversation  with  her,  before  she  was  brought  to  Bed,  with 
respect  to  having  a  Surgeon  to  attend  her? 
Yes. 

What  did  she  say? 

She  said  she  should  like  to  have  Kitty  Walker. 

That  she  should  prefer  having  Kitty  Walker  ? 
Yes. 

You  are  Kitty  Walker's  Sister  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  attempt  to  persuade  her  to  have  Kitty  Walker  ? 
No,  I  never  did. 

(151.24.)  5  P  4  You 

Digitized  by  VnOOQlC 


866    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mary  Date.  You  are  a  married  Woman  yourself  ? 
Yes. 

How  many  Children  have  you  had  ? 
I  have  had  Five ;  I  have  Four  living. 

What  State  of  Health  was  Charlotte  Allen  in  before  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 
She  was  ill  about  a  Fortnight  or  a  little  more  before  she  was  confined,  and 
Mr.  Ruddock  attended  her. 

Did  he  attend  her  up  to  the  Time  of  her  being  brought  to  Bed,  or  had  he 
left  off  attending  her  ? 
Yes,  and  she  got  better,  and  came  out  after  that 

Had  she  been  unwell  for  some  Time  ? 

I  do  not  know.    She  came  to  me  in  the  April  before  her  Child  was  bom,  and 
was  ill  about  a  Fortnight  before  her  Confinement. 

That  Illness  was  a  Complaint  in  her  Bowels  ? 
Yes. 

That  is  not  unusual  in  such  Cases,  is  it  ? 

She  used  to  be  troubled  with  a  Complaint    in  her  Side«  Mr.  King  had 
attended  her  for  a  long  Time  before  she  came  to  my  House. 

Was  that  the  Liver  Complaint? 

It  was ;  Mr.  King  said  it  was  the  Liver  Complaint 

When  she  was  brought  to  Bed  was  her  Labour  a  difficult  one  ? 
No. 

How  long  was  she  ill  ? 

From  about  a  Quarter  past  Eleven  in  the  Morning  to  Eleven  in  the  Evening. 

Twelve  Hours  ? 

Yes,    Then  we  did  not  fetch  the  Midwife  till  about  Two  o'Clock. 

Did  the  Midwife  remain  with  her  till  she  was  delivered  ? 
Yes ;  she  never  left  her. 

Did  she  complain,  during  the  Delivery,  of  any  particular  Thing  that  was  done 
to  her  by  the  Midwife  ? 
No,  not  at  all. 

Was  it  a  difficult  Labour  ? 

No  more  tiian  that  of  other  poor  Women. 

Did  she  walk  about  ? 

Yes,  till  the  last  Hour  and  a  Half  or  Two  Hours. 

Was  she  delivered  standing  ? 
No  J  on  the  Bed. 

She  was  delivered  on  her  Bed  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  require  a  good  deal  of  Attendance  from  the  Midwife,  or  was  it  a 
natural  Birth  ? 
A  natural  Birth ;  the  same  as  myself  and  other  Women  I  have  been  with. 

After  she  had  been  brought  to  Bed  did  the  Midwife  leave  her,  or  remain 
with  her  ? 
She  remained  with  her  a  Couple  of  Hours  or  more. 

■> 
That  was  the  Friday  Evening  ? 
Yes.    She  did  not  stay  all  the  Night* 

You  remained  with  her  ? 

Yes ;  backwards  and  forwards  j  I  did  not  remain  in  the  Room  all  the  Night 
»She  appeared  very  comfortable. 

She  did  not  complain  at  all  then  ? 
NO|  not  at  all. 

Did 
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Did  she  get  up  out  of  Bed  the  next  Day  ?  Martf  Date. 

Yes }  the  Middle  of  the  Day.  — — — 

Are  you  certain  of  that  ? 

I  am.  She  said  she  could  not  make  use  of  the  Po  in  Bed.  I  said  it  was 
a  dangerous  Thing  to  a  Woman  in  her  Situation  to  get  out  of  Bed  as 
she  did. 

How  long  did  she  remain  out  of  Bed  ? 
Only  a  few  Minutes. 

After  she  had  done  that  did  she  complain  of  sny  Pain  or  any  thing  extraor- 
dinary about  her  ? 
No,  not  the  least. 

When  did  she  first  complain  of  any  thing  wrong  ? 

Between  Eleven  and  Twelve  o'Clock  on  the  same  Evening ;  the  Saturday 
Evening. 

What  did  she  complain  of  at  that  Time  ? 

She  called  me.  I  was  in  the  next  Room.  I  went  to  her ;  and  she  said  there 
was  something  particular  the  matter  ;  she  did  not  know  what ;  and  she  was  in 
such  a  burning  Heat  she  did  not  know  what  to  do  ;  but  she  said,  "  I  suppose 
it  is  like  you  and  other  Women.  As  this  is  my  first  Child  I  am  not  used  to 
sudi  Things/'  She  talked  a  bit,  and  then  she  seemed  a  little  better,  and  I  left 
her  again* 

Did  die  complain  of  Pain  ? 
Yes. 

Pain  in  the  Part? 
Yes. 

Was  it  in  the  Parts  or  in  the  Bowels  ? 
In  the  Parts. 

Did  you  examine  her  ? 

Not  then.  Her  Baby  was  cross,  and  I  took  her  Baby.  I  was  suckling  at 
ike  Time,  and  I  took  the  Baby  to  suckle  it ;  and  I  had  not  gone  long  before 
she  called  me  again,  and  said  to  me,  *^  Do  go  fetch  Kitty  Walker.'*  She  said 
she  was  in  a  great  deal  of  Pain.  We  fomented  her  Bowels  with  Flannel  and 
warm  Water,  and  she  was  better  after  that.  She  never  complained  again  till 
the  Monday  Morning  following ;  then  she  asked  me  to  tell  the  next-door  Neigh- 
hour  to  ask  the  Relieving  Officer  for  something. 

That  was  Elizabeth  WooUey  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  complain  of  bearing  down  before  that  ? 
She  said  ^  had  something  down  before  that 

Did  you  yourself  examine  her  ? 
Yes,  I  did ;  on  the  Saturday  Night. 

Did  you  see  any  thing  ? 
I  saw  something. 

What  was  it? 

It  was  very  Red,  but  it  was  not  very  large. 

There  was  something  wrong  ? 
There  was. 

Something  unusual  under  those  Circumstances  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  tell  your  Sister,  Kitty  Walker,  what  you  had  seen  ? 
Yes ;  but  my  Sister  Eat^,  I  do  not  think,  ever  examined  her. 

Did  you  tell  Elitty  Walker  what  you  had  seen  ? 
Yes. 
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Mary  Date.  What  did  she  say  ? 

She  did  not  say  any  thing  particular  about  it 

Did  she  say  it  was  of  no  consequence  ? 

She  said  she  did  not  think  it  was  of  much  consequence ;  she  said  she  would 
warm  some  Water,  and  apply  it. 

Did  she  apply  Watercresses  to  it  ? 
I  was  not  tnere  at  that  Time« 

After  she  had  applied  the  Water,  what  did  she  propose  to  do  about  Ais 
Appearance  that  you  say  was  uncommon  j  did  she  propose  to  take  no  Measure 
to  remedy  it  ? 

No. 

Did  she  think  that  the  Pain  arose  from  the  Bowels  ? 
Yes. 

She  said  so  ? 

We  said  so ;  she  herself  thought  the  same. 

You  imagined  it  was  from  the  Bowels  ? 
Yes. 

You  did  not  imagine  it  was  that  which  you  saw  that  gave  her  the  Fain? 
No. 

In  consequence  of  Elizabeth  Woollejr*s  going,  some  Castor  Oil  was  sent? 
No,  not  in  consequence  of  her  gomgj  I  went  down  myself  for  Medical 
Assistance  the  same  Day. 

To  whom? 

To  Mr.  Waites,  the  same  Day, — ^that  was  the  Monday,  and  told  him  that  she 
was  in  a  great  deal  of  Pain,  and  that  she  wanted  to  have  Medical  Assistance. 
He  said,  "  Yes,  of  course,  Mary ;  if  it  is  wanted,  of  course  it  shall  be  had ;  but 
I  should  like  to  see  your  Sister  first ;  that  is,  Kitty  Walker."  He  saw  her,  and 
there  was  the  Castor  Oil,  which  operated  in  a  Quarter  of  an  Hour,  and  she  felt 
better.     She  never  mentioned  the  Medical  Man  after  that  till  Wednesday. 

Nor  did  she  see  the  Medical  Man  after  that  till  Wednesday  ? 
No. 

Before  that  Castor  Oil  she  had  had  some  Senna  Tea? 
Yes,  Twice  on  Sunday. 

That  had  not  operated  ? 

No. 

When  she  took  the  Castor  Oil  which  operated,  she  was  better? 
Yes. 

Did  Kitty  Walker  see  that  Appearance  you  have  referred  to  again  ? 
Not  till  the  Friday. 

Did  not  Kitty  Walker  and  Mrs.  Waites  examine  her  on  the  Wednesday  ? 
I  was  not  in  the  Room ;  I  cannot  speak  to  that 

When  Mr.  Ruddock,  the  Medical  Man,  came  were  you  present  ? 
Yes ;  there  were  several  in  the  Room  j  he  told  them  to  go  out,  and  I 
went  out 

Did  he  inquire  of  you  about  the  Circumstances? 
Not  then. 

Did  he  teU  you,  afl:er  he  had  seen  her,  what  was  the  matter  with  her  ? 
No,  not  in  my  Presence. 

He  did  not  say  any  thing  to  you,  or  in  your  Presence  ? 

No. 


He  came  again  the  next  Day  ? 
Yes,  Two  or  Three  Times. 
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He  was  with  Mr.  King  then  ?  Mary  Date. 

Yes ;  Mr.  King  came  with  him  then.  ■ 

Were  you  present  when  they  came  ? 
Yes. 

Did  they  send  you  out  of  the  Room  again  ? 

No ;  I  abode  there.    I  will  not  be  positively  sure  whether  it  was  Mr.  King 
or  Mr.  Ruddock  put  their  Hand  to  put  it  back. 

You  saw  that  ? 

Yes  i  I  saw  him  do  it 

Did  you  see  him  examine  her  Person  before  that  ? 
No. 

You  saw  one  of  the  Medical  Men  put  his  Hand  to  put  this  which  had  come 
down  back  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  say  any  thing  what  it  was  ? 

I  will  not  be  certain,  but  I  think  he  said  it  was  the  Womb. 

The  Womb  coming  down  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  speak  of  any  other  Injury,  any  thing  else  being  the  matter  ? 

No. 

He  did  not  say  she  had  been  torn  or  lacerated  ? 
Not  then,  but  afterwards ;  that  was  the  next  Day. 

Did  he  examine  her  the  next  Day  again  ? 
Yes. 

Both  of  them  together  ? 

I  will  not  be  certain,  but  I  think  it  was  Mr.  King  the  next  Day. 

Did  he  say  he  had  found  any  thing  else  ? 
He  said  she  was  torn. 

You  saw  him  examine  her  the  first  Time  she  was  examined  ? 
That  was  the  Thursday  Morning. 

Was  that  done  with  Violence  ? 

Yes ;  they  laid  her  on  her  Back,  and  Two  of  us  held  her  while  he  put  it 
back ;  but  he  did  not  see  it,  he  put  his  Hand. 

Did  he  do  that  with  Force  ? 
Yes. 

Was  the  Manner  in  which  he  did  it  violent ;  did  she  complain  while  he  was 
doing  it  ? 
Yes ;  she  cried  out  once  or  twice. 

Had  you  ever  seen  the  Thing  done  before  ? 

No. 

Therefore  you  do  not  know  whether  it  was  done  with  more  Violence  than 
was  necessary  ? 
No. 

She  remained  confined  to  her  Bed  some  Time  after  that  ? 
Yes,  for  some  Time. 

Two  or  Three  Months  after  that  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  complain  of  Pain  in  those  Parts  after  that  ? 
No,  not  aU  the  Time ;  from  Time  to  Time  she  did. 

Was  there  a  Discharge  from  her  ? 
Not  much. 

There  was  some  ? 
In  the  Beginning. 
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Mary  Date,.  Was  that  offensive  in  Smell  ? 

■  No }  I  never  smelled  any  particular  Smell  from  first  to  last     I  was  there 

continuallv,  from  first  to  last. 

Did  not  it  discharge  continually  the  whole  Time  ? 

No,  for  I  washed  for  her  after  her  Mother  left.  I  showed  her  Changes  to 
Betty  WooUey,  and  there  were  no  Stains. 

When  do  you  say  that  Discharge  ceased  ? 
I  cannot  positively  say. 

Had  it  ceased  before  Christmas  ? 
Yes }  a  long  while  before  Christmas. 

You  washed  for  her  ? 

Yes ;  I  washed  for  her  after  her  Mother  left  her. 

Did  her  Mother  stay  with  her  for  some  Time  ? 

Yes ;  then  she  went  home,  and  stopped  for  Three  Weeks. 

While  she  remained  she  washed  for  her  ? 
Yes. 

How^  long  did  her  Mother  stay  with  her? 

She  stayed  with  her  Three  Weeks,  I  suppose ;  she  remained  there  after  her 
Confinement,  but  went  home  and  back  agam.  She  was  there,  I  suppose,  in  and 
out  for  Eight  Weeks. 

Whenever  she  was  there  she  washed  for  her  ? 
Yes. 

You  washed  for  her  in  the  Interval  between  her  going  and  coming  back 
again  ? 
Yes. 

During  that  Time  you  say  there  was  no  Appearance  of  Discharge  ? 
Yes. 

You  judge  from  the  Appearance  of  her  Linen,  not  from  actual  Inspection? 
Yes,  from  her  Linen. 

Did  she  complain  of  any  Discharge  during  that  Time  ? 
Sometimes  she  did. 

Did  she  complain  of  that  up  to  the  last  Moment  of  her  remaining  with  you  ? 
No,  not  for  a  long  Time  brfore  she  left  me. 

Did  she  complain  after  Christmas  ? 

No  J  I  never  heard  a  Complaint  of  any  Discharge  after  Christmas. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Standert  coming  to  see  her  ? 

I  remember  a  Gentleman  coming  to  see  her  along  with  Mr.  Ruddockt  and 
he  examined  her. 

That  was  after  Christmas  ? 

I  did  not  see  them,  but  she  told  me  they  had. 

During  the  Three  Mcmths  she  stayed  in  Bed  did  she  oonstandy  lie  ia  Bed#  or 

did  she  get  up  ? 

She  got  up  and  sat  on  a  Chair  by  the  Bed  Side. 

Did  she  complain  of  Difficulty  of  walking  ? 

No ;  she  did  not  do  as  other  Women  would  do,  but  sometimes  she  came  down 
Stairs  very  well. 

During  that  Three  Months  did  she  come  down  Stairs  at  all  ? 
Yes ;    she  would  come  down  and  sit  in  the  Arm  Chair  for  Three  Hours 
together,  and  work  at  her  Needle. 

She  was  not  able  to  go  about  and  to  walk  ? 

She  did  not  do  that  i  she  ^went  out  of  the  House  once  to  the  next-door 
Neighbour's. 

She 
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She  was  in  a  weakly  State  ?  j^ary  Date. 

Yes.  ' 

Do  you  believe  she  could  have  gone  out  if  she  had  pleased  ? 

I  thmk  she  might  have  done  much  more  than  she  did.  She  did  frighten  me 
at  first,  but  after  I  became  a  little  more  used  to  her  I  did  not  t^e  much 
Notice  of  her.    She  had  a  very  good  Appetite  to  eat  or  drink  any  thing* 

She  had  a  good  Breast  of  MUk  ? 
Yes. 

And  a  fine  Child  ? 
Yes ;  a  very  fine  Child. 

Did  the  Child  Uve? 
Yes. 

It  is  alive  now  ? 
Yes,  I  believe  so. 

It  was  her  First  Child? 
Yes. 

Did  you  know  Mr.  Pope  ? 
Yes. 

He  is  a  Clergyman,  is  not  he? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Child  being  taken  to  be  baptized  by 
MnPope?  1-  / 

It  was  taken  there,  but  it  was  not  ill. 

How  soon  after  its  Birth  was  that  ? 

It  was  only  Two  Weeks,  or  thereabouts.  The  Mother,  when  she  came  over, 
said  she  would  have  it  named  lest  any  thing  should  happen  to  it. 

Her  Mother  was  not  there  at  the  Time  of  her  Delivery  ? 
No. 

How  soon  did  she  come  ? 

She  came  the  next  Morning ;  then  she  stopped  only  an  Hour,  and  went  back 
again. 

How  soon  did  she  take  the  Child  to  Mr.  Pope  ? 
She  had  been  there  but  a  Day  or  Two. 

What  is  her  Mother  called  ? 
Anne  Allen. 


Did  any  body  else  go  besides  her  ? 
No. 


Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Pope  coming  ? 

Mrs.  Pope  came  and  saw  Tier  several  Hmes^  but  not  in  the  B^inning  of  her 
lUness. 

Do  you  recollect  when  it  was  that  Mrs.  Pope  first  came  ? 
No,  I  do  not 

Was  it  very  soon  after  the  Child  was  taken  up  to  be  baptized  ? 
She  never  saw  her  but  once  before  she  was  down  Stairs }  she  went  up  Stairs 
and  saw  her  once  in  Bed. 

When  was  that  ? 

That  was  not  so  very  long  before  she  left  my  House.  She  frequently  sent 
her  something  before  she  came  herself. 

She  sent  her  Servant  down  to  her  ? 

Yes ;  and  Mr.  Pope  came  up  to  read  to  her.  He  said,  when  he  came  down 
Stairs,  that  he  did  not  think  sne  was  in  any  Danger  at  aU,  for  he  felt  her  Pulse 
and  thought  it  as  regular  as  his. 
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Mary  Date.  Did  any  body  think  she  was  in  Danger  ? 

■  ■■  Mr.  Ruddock  and  Mr.  King  did  in  the  beginning ;  in  &ct  I  did  myself  till  I 

got  a  little  used  to  her ;  but  as  soon  as  I  got  used  to  her  I  did  not,  for  with  the 
least  Thing  in  the  World  she  would  have  the  Hystericks. 

Is  Mr.  Pope  an  old  Gentleman  ? 
No ;  he  is  not  so  very  old. 

Have  you  seen  this  Woman  lately  ? 

I  have  not  seen  her  since  she  left  my  House,  a  Fortnight  before  Lady  Day. 

You  do  not  know  what  State  she  is  in  now? 
No. 

She  was  carried  away  in  a  Cart? 

Yes. 

Was  she  well  at  the  Time  she  went? 

No ;  only  when  they  talked  of  putting  her  into  the  House  then  she  would  be 
bad  directly. 

You  mean  into  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes.  She  would  pin  up  the  Bosom  of  her  Bedgown,  and  would  say  nothing. 
When  Mr.  BuUer  came  up  to  ask  her  to  go  in,  and  told  her  that  she  would  be 
better  off  there,  then  she  would  pretend  to  be  out  of  her  Mind  immediately. 
She  was  sensible  enough  in  a  great  many  Things  at  the  Time. 

Did  you  ever  hear  the  Doctor  say,  when  he  attended  her,  that  she  ought  to 
have  a  Medical  Man  attend  her  ? 

When  Mr.  King  came  to  ask  me  several  Times,  he  said,  "  Mary,  it  is  no 
Neglect  of  yours,  nor  your  Sister's ;  for  if  I  or  Mr.  Ruddock  had  been  present 
at  the  Minute  of  Time,  it  might  have  happened  the  same." 

Was  Kitty  Walker  present  ? 

He  told  her  so  likewise,  and  the  Woman  who  is  outside  j  and  so  I  told 
Mr.  Buller  and  Mr.  Everard  Poole. 

You  are  quite  sure  of  that  ? 
Yes,  I  am. 

You  remember  you  are  upon  your  Oath  ? 

Yes ;  and  Salome  Stacey  was  present  too  at  the  Time. 

Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Ruddock  say  before  her  Confinement,  either  to  her  or 
to  any  body  else,  that  she  was  in  that  State  of  Health  that  she  ought  to  have  a 
Medical  Man  attend  her  ? 

No. 

Do  you  know  whether  he  ever  told  Charlotte  Allen  so  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Did  Charlotte  Allen  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  told  her  so? 
No. 

You  say  that  Charlotte  Allen  told  you  she  would  rather  have  Kitty  Walkef 
than  the  Doctor ;  how  came  that  to  be  made  a  Question  whether  she  should 
have  the  Doctor  or  not  ? 

She  asked  me,  when  she  was  taken  ill,  whether  I  would  go  to  Mr.  Waites  ;  and 
I  went  down.  Mr.  Waites  was  at  Bridgwater  at  the  Board  that  Day,  so  I  saw 
Mrs.  Waites,  and  I  asked  her ;  and  she  said  it  was  ordered,  she  believed,  for 
Kitty  Walker  to  attend  her.  I  went  back  and  told  her,  and  she  sent  for 
Kitty  Walker ;  and  my  Sister  sent  me  back  to  ask  who  was  to  pay  her ; 
Mrs.  Waites  said  she  was  sure  that  James  would  see  her  paid,  that  was 
Mr.  Waites,  and  I  was  to  come  down  at  Six  o'Clock  to  let  her  know  how  she 
was.  When  I  told  her  this,  she  said  she  was  very  glad  of  it,  for  she  had  rather 
have  a  Woman  than  Medical  Assistance. 

Did  she  say  that  Mr.  Ruddock  had  suggested  that  she  should  have  a  Doctor 
and  not  Kitty  Walker  ? 

No ;  she  never  told  me  that. 

You 
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You  were  never  told  that  yourself?                                                                        Mary  Dau 
Yes  J    I  remember  that  when  Mr.  Ruddock  attended  her  Three  Weeks        ■ ■  ^" 

before  he  asked  her  who  was  going  to  confine  her,  and  she  said  she  did  not 

know ;  she  must  have  whoever  they  pleased  to  let  her  have. 

Did  Mr.  Ruddock  make  any  Observation  at  that  Time  that  it  was  right  a 
Man  should  attend  her  ? 

No. 

Do  you  think  you  should  have  recollected  that  if  it  had  been  said  ? 
Yes,  I  think  I  should. 

There  has  been  a  good  deal  of  Talk  about  this  Case,  has  there  not,  at 
Stowey  ? 
Yes,  there  has. 

Do  not  you  think  if  that  had  been  said  you  should  have  recollected  it  ? 
I  think  so.     He  never  said  any  thing  to  her  about  that. 

Do  you  practise  as  a  Midwife  ? 
No. 

Does  Mr.  Pope  live  constantly  at  Stowey  ? 
xes. 

How  long  has  he  lived  there  ? 

Eleven  or  Twelve  Years,  I  suppose.  • 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

SALOME  STAGEY  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows  :  Salome  Sutcey. 

WHERE  do  you  Uve? 
At  Stowey. 

Do  you  know  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  present  when  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 
I  was  not. 

How  soon  afterwards  did  you  see  her  ? 

Not  until  the  Thursday  Night  following ;  nearly  a  Week  after. 

Had  she  been  visited  by  the  Doctor  in  the  meantime  ? 
Not  until  the  Wednesday  Evening. 

That  was  before  you  saw  her  ? 
Yes. 

How  came  you  to  see  her  then  ? 

I  went  up  to  see  her,  hearing  that  she  was  so  very  ill. 

Did  you  find  her  very  ill  ? 
I  thought  she  was  dymg. 

Was  she  in  a  Fever  ? 
She  was. 

Did  she  complain  of  any  thing  else  ? 
Yes  ;  she  was  in  great  rain. 

Have  you  any  Children  yourself? 
I  have  Seven. 

Did  she  complain  of  any  thing  particular  in  consequence  of  her  having  been 
brought  to  Bed  ? 

She  did  not  then  ;  not  till  I  sat  up  with  her  on  the  foDowing  Night 

What  did  she  complain  of  then  ? 
Her  Womb. 
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Saiotne  Stacey.         Qf  its  having  come  down  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  she  say  to  you  about  that  ? 

I  asked  her  whether  she  had  any  Objection  to  my  taking  a  Candle  and 
seeing  how  it  was,  as  I  applied  the  warm  Water,  by  Order  of  the  Aledical  Assistant, 
eveiyFive  Minutes  dunng  the  Night,  One  Flannel  at  the  Bowels  and  One  at 
her  Womb ;  and  I  took  the  Candle  and  saw  her  Womb  in  a  diflPerent  State 
from  what  it  ought  to  be.  I  took  the  warm  Flannel  into  my  Hand,  and  asked 
her  whether  she  would  let  me  try  to  get  back  what  I  saw  ;  but  I  found  that  I 
could  not  do  it,  and  that  she  could  not  bear  me  to  do  it. 

Had  the  Doctor  before  that  examined  her  ? 
Yes. 

Had  the  Doctor  told  her  what  was  the  Matter  with  her  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Did  he  tell  you  ? 

Not  then ;  he  did  afterwards. 

When  did  he  tell  you  ? 

He  told  me  on  the  Sunday  j  I  fetched  him,  thinking  she  was  dying. 

That  was  the  Sunday  Week  after  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 
Yes. 

Had  she  a  good  Breast  of  Milk  ? 
She  had. 

Was  she  suckling  the  Child  at  the  Time  ? 

She  could  hardly  bear  for  any  one  to  put  the  Child  to  her  Breast ;  she  was 
apprehensive  of  the  Child  sucking  her  at  all. 

Had  you  any  Conversation  with  the  Doctors  after  they  had  examined  her  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  they  tell  you  was  the  Matter  with  her  ? 

He  told  me  that  the  Womb  was  slipped  out  of  its  Place  j  that  was  what  he 
called  the  Mother ;  that  the  Womb  had  come  down. 

Did  he  tell  you  any  thing  about  her  being  torn  ? 

On  the  Sunday  I  itched  him,  and  thought  that  she  was  dying.  He  asked  me 
particularly  what  Pain  she  was  in ;  and  I  told  him  I  thought  it  waa  an  Inflam- 
mation had  taken  place.  He  said  that  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  Fever  in 
her,  and  that  what  they  were  working  upon  was  to  keep  it  off  from  her ;  and 
then  he  said  it  was  the  Womb  had  come  down  out  of  its  Place  again,  and  I 
should  remain  with  him  to  assist  him  in  getting  it  up. 

Did  he  tell  you  any  thing  about  her  being  torn  ? 
Yes  J  he  told  me  tiiat  she  was  torn. 

Did  he  tell  you  whether  there  was  any  body  to  be  found  Fault  with  ? 
He  did  not  then. 

Did  he  say  so  at  any  Time  ? 

He  told  me  he  thought  that  the  Midwife  neglected  it ;  that  she  had  not 
treated  it  as  she  ought  to  do. 

When  did  he  tell  you  that  ? 
On  the  Sunday  Evening. 

Who  told  you  that? 

Mr.  Ruddock ;  Mr.  King  was  not  at  home. 

She  remained  ill  in  her  Bed  there  a  good  while  ? 
She  did. 

Did  you  see  her  several  Times  ? 

I  saw  her  Two  or  Three  Times  a  Week,  and  I  sat  up  with  her  Six 
Nights. 

Did 
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Did  she  continue  to  complain  during  all  that  Time  ?  Salome  stacey. 

Yes.  '■ 

After  she  got  up  did  she  still  complain  of  Weakness  ? 

Yes;  and  not  being  able  to  stand  upright,  as  if  her  Inside  came  out  when 
she  tried  to  stand  up. . 

She  remained  in  that  State  till  she  went  over  the  Hills  ? 
She  did. 

Have  you  seen  her  since  ? 

I  have  not  I  did  not  see  her  when  she  was  brought  in  the  Cart  to  be 
carried  to  Bridgwater  Workhouse. 

Did  she  complain  of  any  Discharge  inconvenient  to  her  ? 
She  was  almost  past  complaining  from  what  I  saw  myself. 

Was  there  any  Discharge  ? 
X  es. 

What  Sort  of  Discharge  ? 

A  great  deal  of  it  was  very  Black  and  smelt  very  bad. 

That  was  immediately  after  the  Thing  happened ;  when  you  first  saw  it  ? 
That  was  nearly  Ten  Days  afler. 

How  long  did  that  Discharge  continue  ? 

I  do  not  know ;  because  ^er  the  Waiters  that  sat  up  with  her  by  Night 
were  discharged  I  knew  nothing  more  of  it 

That  was  after  the  first  Ten  Days  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ever  hear  her  complain  of  that  Discharge  continuing  after  that  ? 
No ;  after  the  Parish  would  not  allow  of  the  Waiters  any  longer   I  knew 
nothing  more  of  it. 

How  long  did  they  allow  them  ? 

I  believe  it  was  nearly  a  Fortnight  in  and  out ;  she  was  so  ill  they  expected 
every  Night  to  be  her  last. 

In  what  State  was  she  when  they  discharged  the  Waiters ;  was  she  equally 
had? 

Very;  almost  insensible. 

Almost  as  bad  as  she  had  ever  been  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  complain  of  having  those  Waiters  discharged,  and  say  that  she  wished 
for  their  Assistance  ? 

Her  Mother  continued  with  her  then  by  Day  and  by  Night 

She  did  the  Duty  that  they  used  to  do  ? 
She  did,  according  to  her  Constitution. 

When  you  came  to  see  her  during  the  Three  Months  she  remained  in  Bed, 
and  before  she  went  over  the  Hills,  did  you  ever  hear  her  complain  of  that 
Discharge  from  her  Person  ? 

She  was  always  complaining  on  that  Place  what  Pain  she  was  in. 

And  the  Discharge  ? 

Yes }  she  was  in  a  most  dreadful  State. 

Are  you  sure  she  complained  of  the  Discharge  up  to  that  Time? 
No ;  I  cannot  say  as  to  the  Discharge ;  but  I  asked  her  where  it  was  she  felt 
Pain,  and  she  said  it  was  in  the  same  Part. 

You  say  the  Discharge  had  a  very  filthy  Smell ;  do  you  know  any  Smell  that 
resembles  it  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 
(151.2*0  5  R  Was 
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Sahme  Stacey.         Was  it  that  her  Stools  came  from  her? 
■  Yes }  they  did  for  some  Time  after,  and  her  Water  likewise* 

They  came  through  together  in  the  same  Part? 
Yes. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Catherine  Stanbury.  CATHERINE  ST  ANBURY  is  Called  in,  and  examined  as  follows : 

WHERE  do  you  live? 
At  Stowey. 

Do  you  live  near  Mary  Dates  ? 
Yes ;  a  very  little  Way  from  it. 

Do  you  know  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
Yes,  very  well. 

Were  you  present  when  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 

Yes ;  I  was  with  her  from  Eight  o*Clock  till  she  was  confined  at  Eleven. 

Was  it  a  good  Labour,  or  was  there  any  great  DiflSculty  in  it? 
It  was  certainly  not  what  any  one  may  call  a  good  Labour. 

Have  you  had  Children  yourself? 
I  have  had  Five. 

Did  she  complain  of  any  thing  particular  during  that  Time,  or  was  it  the 
usual  Complaint  of  a  Woman  bringing  a  Child  into  tiie  World  ? 

No ;  she  did  not  complain  of  any  thing,  nor  had  I  any  Thought  there  was 
any  thing  amiss. 

When  did  she  complain  first  ? 

On  the  Saturdajr  Morning ;  but  I  did  not  think  then  that  the  Complaint  was 
other  than  was  incident  to  every  other  Person. 

What  did  she  complain  of  on  Saturday  Morning  ? 
She  complained  ot  very  great  Pain. 

Did  she  ask  you  to  examine  her  at  all  ? 
No  J  net  till  Monday. 

Did  she  tell  you  what  Sort  of  Pain  she  sufiered  ? 

She  said  she  was  in  very  great  Pain,  but  she  did  not  explain  it. 

Did  she  talk  of  a  bearing  down  ? 

Yes  J  she  said  that  was  what  her  Pain  was. 

Was  the  Midwife  there  at  the  Time  ? 
No,  she  was  not. 

Did  she  tell  her  what  her  Feelings  were  ? 

The  Midwife  had  been  with  her  several  Times  between  Saturday  and  Sunday, 
and  this  was  the  Monday  j  and  had  made  Applications,  as  I  understood,  but  I 
did  not  see  that. 

When  she  complained  on  Saturday  Morning,  was  that  before  she  got  out  of 
Bed? 

She  had  not  got  out  of  Bed  at  that  Time. 

You  do  not  know  of  her  having  got  out  of  Bed  on  Saturday  ? 

No. 

If  she  got  out  of  Bed  on  Saturday,  you  do  not  know  whether  it  was  before 
she  complained  of  this  bearing  down,  or  afterwards? 
No  ;  I  do  not  know  any  thing  of  that. 

On  the  Monday  did  the  Doctor  come  to  her  ? 
No. 

When  did  the  Doctor  come  to  her  ? 

On  the  Wednesday ;  I  do  not  know  any  thing  of  the  Doctor  seeing  her 
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before  that     She  asked  me  to  see  the  State  she  was  in ;  I  begged  her  to  let  a  Catherine  Stanhury. 

Medical  Person  see  her ;  and  as  far  as  I  understood  they  went  down  and  asked      — 

Mr.  Waites,  and  he  referred  it  to  Mrs.  Waites.  Mrs.  Waites  inquired  of  the 
Midwife,  as  being  the  properest  Person,  and  I  understood  the  Midwife  said 
there  was  nothing  the  matter  with  her. 

What  did  she  say  when  she  desired  to  have  the  Doctor  ? 

She  thought  it  necessary ;  she  did  not  understand  her  own  Case  properly. 

Did  you  examine  her  that  Morning? 
I  did. 

On  the  Monday  Morning  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  you  find  ? 

I  found  she  was  very  much  inflamed,  and  a  very  great  bearing  down. 

Did  you  see  any  thing  more  than  usual  ? 

I  found  more  than  I  had  ever  seen,  and  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  seeing 
Persons  in  that  Way,  and  have  had  Children  of  my  own. 

Did  you  tell  the  Midwife  what  you  had  seen  ? 
I  did  not  see  her  till  the  Thursday  Morning. 

Did  you  tell  her  then  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  she  say  ? 

She  seemed  to  make  very  light  of  it  j  she  did  not  appear  to  me  to  under- 
stand it. 

Did  you  tell  the  Doctor  what  you  had  seen  ? 

No ;  they  did  not  ask  me  an^  Questions.  I  do  not  think  that  at  the  Time 
they  knew  I  had  been  with  her  m  her  Confinement. 

Did  you  see  her  from  Time  to  Time  ? 

Yes.     For  some  Time  she  remained  in  a  dreadful  bad  Way. 

Was  there  a  Discharge  from  her? 
Yes,  and  a  very  offensive  Smell. 

Did  you  always  find  that? 

Yes ;  I  always  found  it  every  Time  I  saw  her. 

Down  to  what  Time  ? 

I  noticed  it  on  the  Monday. 

How  long  after  her  being  brought  to  Bed  ? 

I  should  say  for  nearly  Four  Months.  At  some  Times  she  was  worse  than 
other  Times ;  it  was  impossible  to  abide  in  the  Room. 

How  often  in  the  Week  did  you  visit  her  ? 

I  have  gone  in  when  I  have  passed ;  Three  or  Four  Times  a  Week.  I  con- 
sidered her  a  Person  that  would  never  be  able  to  do  any  thing  for  herself 
again. 

At  the  End  of  Two  or  Three  Months  she  got  up  and  got  into  a  Chair  ? 
Yes ;  but  she  did  not  stay  long ;  and  then  I  saw  her  afterwards  in  a  dreadftd 
State. 

What  do  you  mean  by  a  dreadful  State  ? 

She  was  very  ill  indeed,  and  it  was  from  the  same  Cause,  as  £ir  as  I  under- 
stood her. 

Did  she  remain  in  the  same  State  till  she  was  removed  to  another  Place  ? 

I  cannot  say,  for  I  did  not  see  her  for  more  than  Two  Months.  I  was 
attending  a  sick  Friend,  and  did  not  know  what  was  passing  in  the  Neigh- 
bourhood. 

Did  she  appear  more  satisfied  when  the  Medical  Man  came  to  her  ? 
Yes ;  but  still  she  was  for  a  long  Time  dreadfully  ill. 
(151.240  5  R  2  Have 
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Catherine  Sianbury.      Have  y0u  Seen  her  lately  ? 

Na 


You  have  not  seen  her  since  she  was  removed  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  hear  her  say  that  she  wished  for  a  Medical  Man  ? 
I  did.    She  had  been  so  ill  for  a  great  while  before  that  I  thought  that 
Mr.  King  or  Mr.  Ruddock  would  attend  her. 

Was  that  before  she  was  confined  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  she  say  ? 

Her  Answer  was  that  she  would  rather  have  had  Mr.  King  or  Mr.  Ruddock, 
but  that  she  must  have  whoever  the  Parish  allowed  her. 

When  you  have  had  Children  yourself,  have  you  been  always  attended  by 
Men  or  Women  ? 
By  Women. 

Are  you  a  Midwife  yourself? 
No. 

You  say  the  Labour  was  bad  ? 

The  JVlidwife  herself  said  it  was  not  exactly  as  it  ought  to  be. 

Did  the  Woman  herself  interfere  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  use  any  Force  ? 

She  must  have  used  some  from  Circumstances. 

What  induces  you  to  say  she  must  have  used  some  Force  ? 
She  must  from  Circumstances. 

What  are  those  Circumstances  ? 

It  is  a  curious  Thing  to  explain  ;  but  by  what  I  heard  afterwards,  and  by  what 
I  saw,  the  Woman  was  not  as  she  was  before. 

You  do  not  know  that  she  used  Force,  but  you  suppose  she  did  from  the 
State  in  which  she  was  ? 

I  will  state  another  thin^  which  confirmed  me  in  my  Idea :  about  Half  an 
Hour  before  the  Child  was  bom  the  Woman  screamed  out,  and  said,  "  Oh,  Kitty, 
take  away  your  Finger.'*  I  was  not  aware  at  the  Time  there  was  any  thing 
amiss,  but  when  I  came  to  reflect  on  what  I  had  seen  and  heard,  I  could  not 
help  thinking  that  that  had  to  do  with  it.  I  believe  I  stated  that  to  Mr.  King 
as  my  Recollection  at  the  Time. 

Do  you  recollect  any  thing  else  that  occurred  in  the  Course  of  Delivery  ? 

Yes ;  Kitty  Walker  said  it  would  be  a  curious  Labour  j  it  was  rather  different 
from  others.  I  have  attended  Labours  before,  but  that  was  very  bad.  After 
the  Woman  cried  out  in  that  Manner  she  looked  up  at  me,  and  said, 
"  Mrs.  Stanbury,  all  will  come  together.*' 

Who  said  that? 

The  Midwife.  When  I  came  to  put  all  these  Things  together  in  my  Mind 
they  made  me  adopt  the  Opinion  I  express  now. 

Kitty  Walker  said  it  was  a  curious  Labour  ? 
Yes 

But  she  never  gave  a  Hint  of  sending  for  ai\y  Assistance  ? 

No. 

She  was  perfectly  confident  in  her  own  Skill  ? 

Yes.    She  did  not  understand  it,  or  she  must  have  acted  very  wrong. 

Is  Kitty  Walker  a  Woman  in  the  habit  of  attending  Women  in  Labour  ? 
She  has  since  her  Mother's  Death. 

How  long  is  that  ? 

The  old  Lady  has  been  dead,  I  think,  nearly  Two  Years. 
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Was  the  Mother  a  Person  in  whom  the  People  in  general  had  Confidence  ?        (Catherine  stanbury. 
She  was.  

With  respect  to  Kitty  Walker,  had  the  Women  in  general  Confidence  in 
her? 

No  ;  there  were  general  Complaints. 

Were  there  Complaints  before  that  ? 

I  had  not  heard  them  before,  I  never  inquired,  but  I  have  heard  since 
that. 

You  were  present  at  this  Labour  during  the  whole  Time  ? 
^es. 

You  say  you  infer  that  Kitty  Walker  used  Violence  because  the  Girl  cried 
out ;  did  you  see  her  use  Violence  ? 

No,  I  could  not  j  for  she  was  at  the  Foot  of  the  Bed,  and  I  was  up  as  it 
were  in  the  Middle  of  the  Bed. 

And  her  Hand  was  under  the  Clothes  ? 
Yes ;  I  could  not  see  any  thing. 

She  cried  "  take  your  Finger  away*'  ? 
Yes. 

Have  those  Complaints  been  very  numerous  of  Kitty  Walker's  bad  Manage- 
ment? 
Yes ;  I  have  heard  many  Complaints. 

How  many  do  vou  think  ? 

I  have  heard  of  Two ;  and  One  Case  was  a  very  serious  Case  indeed.  I  believe 
if  Mr.  King  had  not  been  called  in  the  Woman's  Life  would  have  been  sacrificed  j 
the  Child's  was. 

You  never  heard  any  Complaint  before  that  Time  ? 

Do  you  know  the  Names  of  any  who  have  complained  ? 
Yes ;  one  of  them  is  Mary  Glover. 

Who  are  the  others  ? 

The  other  was  Jane  Rich ;  those  were  Two  serious  Cases  j  the  others  were 
not  so  serious. 

Is  Mary  Glover  living? 

Yes ;  she  is  likely  to  be  confined  again* 

Is  the  Child  living  ? 
No }  dead. 

How  soon  after  its  Bulh  did  it  die  ? 
I  think  before  it  was  bom. 

Is  she  alive  ? 

Yes  J  but  the  Child  was  dead-bom. 

Charlotte  Allen's  Child  is  alive  and  well  ? 
Yes. 

She  had  a  good  deal  of  Fever  upon  her  ? 

Yes  ;  she  was  in  a  dreadliil  State  when  I  was  called  in. 

Was  she  suckling  her  Child  ? 
No,  not  then. 

Did  you  see  her  suckling  the  Child  afterwards  ? 

Yes.    I  do  not  think  she  was  sensible  of  what  she  was  doing  in  putting  the 
>hild  to  the  Breast  j  their  Motive  for  that  was  because  of  keepmg  the  Milk. 

Are  you  sure  that  the  Child  was  never  fed  by  Hand  ? 
No  J   she  suckled  it,  except  at  Intervals. 

It  never  got  any  Food  except  from  the  Mother's  Breast  ? 
I  cannot  answer  for  that 

(151.24.)  5  R  3  You 

Digitized  by  VnOOQlC 


Catherine  Stanbury. 


870      MINUTES  OF  EVTOENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

You  do  not  know  that  it  did  ? 

No. 

Had  she  a  good  Breast  of  Milk  ? 

Not  always  j  sometimes  it  was  better  than  at  other  Times. 

Was  the  Chad  healthy? 
Not  then ;  it  is  now. 

Was  it  not  a  fine  Child  ? 

No  J  it  was  a  very  weakly  small  Child. 

You  had  known  her  before  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 

Yes  ;  she  was  not  a  Person  I  was  intimate  with,  but  I  knew  her  from  her 
being  lodging  in  a  Person's  House  I  was  intimate  with. 

How  came  you  to  be  present  when  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 

A  Person  that  was  to  be  with  her  was  not  able,  and  requested  me  to  go  in. 

You  attended  as  a  Nurse  ? 
No. 

Did  you  know  any  thing  of  her  State  of  Health  before  ? 
She  had  been  very  bad  before  that ;  but  for  the  last  Two  Years  before  her 
Confinement  I  did  not  hear  any  Complaint. 

Was  she  ill  shortly  before  her  Confinement  ? 

Yes ;  not  very  unwell  j  but  I  considered  only  it  was  the  same  with  her  as 
other  Women. 

You  did  not  hear  of  any  particular  Complaint  ? 
No ;  she  had  had  the  Influenza. 

Who  paid  for  Mary  Glover  and  Jane  Rich  ? 
Themselves. 

Did  Kitty  Walker  attend  you  in  your  Confinement  ? 
No. 

Did  her  Mother  attend  you  ? 

Yes,  for  Three ;  my  eldest  was  bom  in  London. 

Were  there  more  than  Two  whom  you  have  heard  complain  as  to  Kitty 
Walker? 

Yes  ;  but  those  I  consider  as  serious  Complaints.  But  I  have  heard  several  say 
since  tbat  they  would  not  have  her  again  j  that  they  had  her  once ;  that  was 
what  I  meant  by  my  Answer. 

What  is  your  Husband  ? 
He  is  dead. 

What  was  he  ? 

He  was  Postman  to  Stowey  for  Years. 

Postmaster  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  keep  a  Shop  ? 
No,  nothing  but  the  OflSce. 

Have  you  any  Intention  of  practising  as  a  Midwife  yourself? 
No,  I  have  not ;  it  is  not  what  I  should  like  to  do. 

Are  you  any  Relation  of  Mr.  Stanbury  the  Clergyman  ? 

No  J  I  know  his  Name  very  well  from  having  posted  his  Letters. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Salome  Stacey.         SALOME  ST  ACE  Y  is  again  called  in,  and  ftirther  examined  as  follows : 


HAVE  you  heard  any  Complaint  of  Kitty  Walker  in  other  Cases  ? 
No,  I  have  not  j  not  that  I  could  prove  any  thing. 
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Have  you  ever  heard  Complaints  ?                                                                         Salome  Stacey. 
Yes ;  1  cannot  say  but  I  have.  — 

Before  or  since  she  attended  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
Since. 

Had  you  ever  heard  any  before  ? 

No. 

What  is  the  Name  of  the  Woman  respecting  whom  you  heard  Complaints  ? 
Her  Name  is  Mary  Glover. 

Any  other  ? 

Th^  have  talked,  but  then  I  cannot  speak  of  it  for  a  Truth,  about  Mrs.  Rich — 
Jane  Kich. 

Were  you  attended  by  a  Woman  when  you  had  Children  yourself? 
Yes  ;  1  had  a  Surgeon  for  some  of  my  Children,  but  the  last  of  my  Children 
Kitty  Walker  confined  me.    I  had  my  last  Three  Years  and  a  Half  ago. 

Were  you  satisfied  with  her  ? 
Yes,  I  was. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

ELIZABETH  WOOLLEY  is  again  called  in,  and  further  examined  as       Elizabeth  Wooiiey. 

follows :  

HAVE  you  ever  heard  any  Complaints  of  Kitty  Walker  in  other  Cases  besides 
this  of  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
Yes. 

Before  she  attended  Charlotte  Allen,  or  since  ? 
Before  and  since. 

Can  you  mention  the  Name  of  any  particular  Person  ? 

Yes  ;  there  was  Mary  Glover  since,  that  she  injured  a  great  deal. 

Anybody  else  ? 

And  Mrs.  Rich  ;  that  was  before. 

Any  other  Case  ? 
WilUam  Coles's  Wife. 

Was  that  before,  or  since  ? 
It  was  before. 

Had  you  heard  any  Complaints  before  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  ever  attend  you  ? 

No  J  I  was  always  afiraid  to  venture. 

Why  were  you  afraid  to  venture  ? 

Because  I  had  never  had  her,  and  she  was  a  young  Midwife,  and  I  did  not 
like  to  have  her. 

Had  you  heard  of  those  Complaints  before  ? 
X  es. 

Were  the  Complaints  pretty  well  known  in  Stowey  ? 

Yes  ;  and  the  last  Child  I  was  confined  with,  the  Woman  that  always  confined 
me  was  ill,  and  when  I  was  very  ill  I  did  riot  know  what  to  do,  and  I  sent  to 
Kitty  Walker  to  beg  that  she  would  come,  and  she  would  not  come,  and  she 
left  me  in  the  State  I  was  in. 

Who  did  attend  you  then  ? 

We  were  obliged  to  do  it  between  ourselves ;  I  had  no  Midwife  at  alL 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
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3/r.  John  Botoen, 


Mr.  JOHN  BO  WEN  is  again  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  follows : 

YOU  stated  the  other  Day  that  there  were  only  Two  Magistrates  in  Bridgwater ; 
are  you  correct  in  that  ? 

No  J  I  stated  that  I  did  not  recollect  there  were  more  than  Two  at  that 
Time. 

Are  there  not  more  than  Two  ? 

There  is  Mr.  Allen  and  Mr.  William  Allen. 

What  is  the  Name  of  the  Vicar  ? 

Dr.  WoUen  j  he  is  a  Magistrate,  but  he  is  a  very  decrepid  Man,  and  has  not, 
I  believe,  attended  the  Sessions  lately. 

Does  he  act  as  a  Magistrate? 

I  think  not ;  but  I  do  not  know  j  he  is  a  very  decrepid  Man. 

Is  he  an  old  Man  ? 

He  has  Children  nearly  as  old  as  I  am,  and  I  am  Fifty-three* 

He  must  be  between  Seventy  and  Eighty  ? 
Yes ;  he  must  be  quite  Eighty,  I  think. 

Is  he  a  Magistrate  ? 

I  know  he  was  a  Magistrate  j  I  have  never  heard  of  his  being  otherwise. 

Has  he  taken  out  his  Dedimus  under  the  new  Commission  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Did  you  ever  attend  the  Petty  Sessions  for  any  Purpose  at  Bridgwater? 
I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  doing  so. 

You  do  not  know  then  whether  he  acts  ? 

I  have  heard  that  he  does  not  act;  he  is  a  Gentleman  of  considerable  Age 
and  is  decrepid. 

Does  he  do  Duty  in  his  Church  ? 

He  does  not ;  he  has  a  Son  who  sometimes  does  Dutv,  and  another  Curate. 
I  rather  think  he  has  not  done  Duty  for  as  many  as  Twelve  or  Fourteen  Years, 
but  I  do  not  recollect  exactly.  I  would  take  the  Liberty  of  observing,  that  on 
correcting  my  Evidence  I  found  that  I  was  incorrect  in  stating  that  the 
Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  determined  among  themselves  who  should 
be  the  Visitor  for  the  Week  ;  it  is,  I  find,  determined  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Union, 
who  sends  a  Circular  Letter  to  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  and 
then  they  act  for  each  other  if  the  Time  appointed  by  the  Clerk  is  not  con- 
venient  to  them  ;  and  I  beg  to  put  in  the  first  Letter  I  received  firom  the  Clerk. 
This  Letter  is  addressed  to  me,  and  dated  Bridgwater,  11th  April  1837* 
"  Sir,  I  am  requested  to  inform  you  that  the  following  Weeks,  commencing 
May  5th,  June  2d,  June  30th,  July  28th,  August  ^th,  September  29tb,  are 
the  Weeks  appointed  for  your  visiting  the  Brit^water  Workhouse.  I  am.  Sir, 
your  obedient  Servant,  Robert  Underdown,  Clerk.** 

Each  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee  received  a  similar  Letter  ? 

Yes,  I  suppose  so.  Those  were  the  Weeks  that  I  was  appointed  to  attend. 
Now,  for  some  Reason  that  is  upknown  to  me,  before  this  5th  of  May  came  I 
received  another  Letter  from  the  Clerk.  This  is  dated  25th  April :  "  Sir,  I 
am  requested  to  inform  you  that  the  following  Weeks,  commencing  June  9th, 
August  4th,  and  September  29th,  are  the  Weeks  appointed  for  your  visiting 
the  Bridgwater  Workhouse.'*  Therefore,  the  first  Week  that  I  was  called  upon 
to  visit  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  was  June  9th  ;  and  I  referred  your  Lordships 
to  my  Report  in  the  Visitor's  Book  on  July  the  l6th,  which  Day  concluded  my 
Week. 

Have  you  any  other  Explanation  which  you  wish  to  offer  ? 

Your  Lordships  were  making  some  Inquiry  respecting  the  Expenditure  for 
Malt,  Cider,  and  Spirits  in  the  old  Workhouse,  and  asking  whether  I  could 
furnish  any  thing  like  an  Estimate  of  the  Manner  in  which  those  Commodities 
were  used.     I  have  endeavoured  to  do  that  in  the  best  Way  I  could.     I  find 
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that  on  an  Average  of  Seven  Years  the  average  Expenditure  was  48/.  14*s.  Qd.    ^^^'  *^^'"*  ^owen. 

per  Annum.     If  Thirty  of  the  old  Inmates  and  Persons  doing  the  Work  of  the      ""~" 

House  were  allowed  One  Pint  of  Table  Beer  per  Day,  Value  f  rf.,  the  annual 
Expense  would  be  34/.  4^.  4>^d.  ;  that  would  leave  for  the  Governor,  the 
Matron,  and  Family,  and  for  all  Cases  of  Illness  where  Wine  or  Spirits  were 
ordered,  the  Sum  of  9^rf.  per  Day,  or  14/.  9^.  9^^.  per  Annum ;  therefore, 
that  Sum,  which  appeared  in  the  gross  to  strike  your  Lordships  as  heavy,  when 
it  comes  to  be  divided  among  Thirty  Persons  is  only  frf.  a  Day  for  each;  leaving 
9^d.  per  Day  for  all  Cases  of  Illness  and  the  Governor's  Family ;  but  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  Thirty  Persons  always  partook  of  it ;  the  above  is  merely  to 
be  considered  as  an  approximate  Estimate  of  the  Distribution. 

Can  you  state  the  Name  of  the  Labourer  of  Mr.  Bouverie's  who  was  ill  ? 

Here  is  a  Note  I  made  at  the  Time  :  "  Cannington.  William  Haymon  works 
for  Mr.  Bouverie,  8^.  a  Week  j  no  Liquor.  Five  Children ;  Twelve,  Nine, 
Seven,  Five  and  a  Half,  One  and  a  Quarter  Years.  He  had  Four  Loaves ; 
Two  Loaves  ordered." 

What  is  the  Date? 

There  is  not  a  Date.  I  do  not  recollect  to  what  Extent  he  was  ill ;  but  he 
seems  to  have  been  in  the  Receipt  of  Four  Loaves  a  Week  latterly.  I  did  not 
volunteer  this  Case ;  I  was  aslced  whether  I  knew  an  Instance  of  a  Wife 
coming  for  Relief  who  was  told  that  her  Husband  ought  to  come,  and  I  men- 
tioned that  Case  for  the  Purpose  of  meeting  that  Question.  I  have  nothing 
else  to  say  upon  it. 

You  see  nothing  to  complain  of  in  that  Case  ? 
I  offer  no  Opinion  on  that. 

You  do  not  complain  of  it  ? 

I  conceive  that  every  Gentleman  should  allow  his  Labourers  sufficient  to 
live  upon  without  having  Four  Loaves  from  the  Parish. 

Is  that  below  the  usual  Rate  of  Wages  in  that  Part  of  the  Country? 

It  is  not ;  the  usual  Wages  are  7s. ;  but  if  this  Woman  is  correct  in  stating 
that  her  Husband  has  8^.,  and  no  Liquor,  it  stands  upon  the  same  Footing  as 
the  other  Wages  of  the  Country,  valuing  the  Liquor  at  1^. 

Why  should  Mr.  Bouverie  pay  his  Labourers  more  Wages  than  the  common 
Wages  of  the  Country  ? 

There  is  not  the  smallest  Reason  for  his  doing  so  j  but  the  Wages  of  the 
Country  ought  to  be  advanced. 

But  Mr.  Bouverie  cannot  do  that  alone,  can  he  ? 

I  made  no  Reflections  upon  Mr.  Bouverie ;  I  was  asked  the  Question 
whether  I  knew  any  Case  of  a  Woman  being  told  that  her  Husband  must  apply, 
and  I  mentioned  this  Case. 

But  you  brought  forward  this  Case  as  a  Proof  that  Paupers  were  ill-used,  and 
were  not  allowed  to  send  their  Wives  to  make  Application  ? 

I  did  not  introduce  it.  I  again  say,  I  was  asked  the  Question  whether  I 
knew  an  Instance  of  that  Fact.  I  meant  nothing  more  than  this,  that  if  a  Man 
was  obliged  to  come  himself  to  the  Board  he  would  be  certain  of  losing  1^.  2d. 
witliout  having  the  Certainty  of  getting  any  thmg  by  it. 

Did  you  not  state  this  as  the  Case  of  a  Man  being  unable  to  work,  but  not  so 
iU  as  to  be  unable  to  come  to  the  Board  ? 

I  believe  that  was  the  Case.  I  took  no  Note  of  it  at  the  Time  any  more 
than  that  rough  Piece  of  Paper  which  I  have  put  in. 

You  gave  up  attending  the  Board,  you  say,  after  the  Month  of  July  1837  ? 
I  did. 

Why  did  you  give  up  attending  the  Board  ? 

Because  1  found  that  the  whole  Operation  of  the  Law,  as  administered  in 
that  Union,  was  very  bad,  and  the  Conduct  of  the  Board  to  the  Medici  Men 
disgusting. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.        But  you  being  a  Guardian,  would  it  not  have  been  better  for  you  to  try  to 

correct  that  by  attending  the  Board  ? 

I  did  so  as  zealou^  and  patiently  as  I  could,  but  I  found  instead  of  doing 
Good  I  did  Harm.  It  was  known  that  I  had  written  against  the  Law  in  the 
Pamphlet  addressed  to  the  King.  No  particular  Clause  or  Provision  of  the 
Act  was  impugned  in  that  Pamphlet,  but  merely  the  general  Principles ;  still 
I  found  that  I  was  an  Object  of  Suspicion  at  the  Board,  and  therefore  considered 
that  it  was  very  much  better  for  me  to  be  absent. 

When  you  made  a  Motion  at  the  Board  did  you  find  much  Support  ? 
I  never  made  a  Motion.     I  determined  to  take  my  Seat  at  the  Board  and 
work  at  it  sedulously,  but  I  never  made  a  Motion. 

Why  did  you  not  make  a  Motion  ? 

Because  I  had  written  against  the  Principles  of  the  Law.  If  your  Lordships 
should  be  of  opinion  that  my  declining  to  do  so  was  improper  I  will  not  defend 
the  Determination  j  but  I  thought  that  it  was  the  most  proper  Course  for  me 
to  take. 

If  the  Board  were  domg  wrong  would  it  not  have  been  your  Duty  to  make  a 
Motion  ? 

I  think  not.  I  expressed  my  Opinion  when  I  considered  it  right  to  do  so. 
There  was  scarcely  a  Day  of  meeting  in  which  I  did  not  oflPer  some  short 
Suggestion. 

Supposing  you  had  followed  up  your  Suggestions  by  a  Motion,  might  not 
that  have  been  attended  with  Benefit  ? 

I  believe  that  that  is  fireqiiently  considered  impolitic,  even  in  elevated 
Assemblies.  I  beUeve  that  if  a  Man  were  to  persevere  in  pressing  any  Question 
to  a  Division,  with  the  Certainty  that  he  will  be  beaten  upon  it,  he,  by  recording 
his  own  Weakness,  is  likely  to  do  Injury  to  the  Cause  he  takes  up.  If  that 
is  the  Case  in  higher  Assemblies  it  is  peculiarly  the  Case  with  Fanners  and 
Persons  of  less  Education.  For  this  simple  Reason,  your  Lordships  would  have 
no  Objection  to  confess  that  you  were  wiser  To-morrow  than  you  are  to  To-day, 
if  you  saw  a  good  Reason  to  alter  your  Opinion ;  but  there  are  many  Persons 
who,  having  voted  on  a  Question,  will  not  vote  otherwise. 

Does  it  not  frequently  happen  that,  though  a  Person  votes  in  the  Minority 
for  a  considerable  Time,  yet  that  persisting  in  his  Object  he  at  last  gains  a 
M^ority  ? 

Yes,  certainly. 

Do  not  you  think  that  it  would  have  been  as  well  for  you  to  have  tried 
that  Mode  of  proceeding  ? 

I  have  already  stated  that  I  do  not  think  so.  Nothing  would  have  induced 
me  to  leave  the  Board  if  I  had  thought  I  could  do  any  Good  there  j  I  never 
flinched  from  my  Duty  while  on  the  Board. 

Did  you  go  round  the  Wards  when  the  Visiting  Guardians  would  not  ? 
Yes }  but  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  thing  in  that. 

When  you  made  Suggestions  were  there  not  others  of  the  Board  who 
supported  you  in  those  Suggestions  ? 
Yes  J  I  had  a  fair  Measure  of  Support 

But  you  never  tried  how  many  of  those  there  were  who  would  support  you 
in  a  Motion  ? 

I  never  moved  a  Resolution. 

Did  some  of  the  Persons  who  were  in  the  habit  of  supporting  you'  make 
Motions  ? 
They  did. 

When  those  Motions  were  made  what  Sort  of  Divisions  were  there ;  were 
they  near  ? 

They  were  not  near ;  they  were  uniformly  defeated,  and  generally  defeated 
by  Persons  who  took  no  Part  in  the  Discussion,  and  no  Part  in  the  Business. 
There  was  a  Number  of  Farmers  from  different  Parts  of  the  Country,  seated  in 
a  Row,  who  rose  up  together,  perhaps  Eleven  or  Twelve,  and  who  always  voted 
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with  certain  Gentlemen,  in  whatever  Way  they  voted.     I  remember  sitting  by    Mr.  John  Bewen. 

One  of  those  Gentlemen,  who  agreed  with  me  in  my  View  of  the  Case,  and  in 

every  thing  that  was  said  on  that  Side ;  but  when  we  came  to  the  Vote  I  asked 
him  whether  he  was  going  to  vote  for  the  Motion  or  the  Amendment,  and  he 
said,  "  he  did  not  know  nothing  about  the  Motion  nor  the  Mendment,  but  that 
he  should  vote  against  the  Doctors/' 

You  resigned  your  Seat  at  the  Board  because  you  did  not  think  you  could 
get  the  Board  to  agree  with  you  in  your  Views  ? 
I  did  not  take  my  theoretical  Views  into  the  Board. 

But  you  could  not  help  taking  those  Opinions  into  the  Board  ? 

I  mean  that  I  determmed  that  I  would  take  no  Advantage  of  my  Situation 
at  that  Board  to  throw  the  smallest  DiflSculty  in  the  Way  of  the  Administration 
of  the  Law.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  for  a  Man  to  take  a  Seat  at  a  public 
Board,  and  to  use  the  Opportunities  that  he  thereby  has  of  throwing  Impedi- 
ments  in  the  Way  of  the  Administration  of  a  Law,  or  the  general  Course  of 
Business. 

You  would  consider  each  Case  according  to  its  own  Merits  ? 
Yes}  and  according  to  the  Law. 

You  have  had  a  great  deal  of  Experience  m  the  practical  Part  of  the  old 
Law? 
Yes  ;  I  have  had  a  fair  Measure  of  Experience. 

Is  not  every  Case  in  the  Board  of  Guardians  taken  upon  its  own  Merits  and 
discussed  upon  its  own  Merits  ? 

There  are  many  Discussions  entered  into  which  are  not  connected  with 
individual  Relief.     I  should  say  that  each  jCase  is  taken  on  its  own  Merits. 

If  it  is  taken  on  its  own  Merits,  is  it  on  what  you  consider  to  be  its  own 
Merits,  or  what  the  Guardians  ought  to  do  consistently  with  the  Spirit  of 
the  Law  ? 

I  thmk  that  the  great  leading  Principle  at  that  Board  was  to  save 
Money,  to  spare  the  Rate.  I  never  heard  but  veiy  little  about  the  ReUef  of 
the  Poor ;  the  Matter  was  how  the  Rates  were  to  be  reduced ;  and  what  I 
complained  of  was  that  in  that  Union,  where  the  Wages  were  very  low,  and 
where  the  Poor  Rate  was  only  1^.  4^.  in  the  Pound  under  the  old  Law,  Two 
Things  scarcely  going  together  in  any  other  Place, — in  that  Place,  with  low 
Rates  and  low  Wages,  they  absolutely  boasted  of  having  reduced  their  Poor 
Rate  Thirty.five  per  Cent. 

In  your  Opinion  was  that  lower  than  it  could  be  reduced  consistently  with 
due  Attention  to  the  Wants  of  the  Poor  ? 

I  deliberately  state  it  a.s  my  Opinion,  founded  upon  the  Experience  I  have 
had,  that  the  Poor  Rate  of  that  District  ought  not  to  have  been  reduced  6rf. 
There  were  many  Cases,  no  Doubt,  of  Imposition  of  Persons  who  ought  to  have 
been  struck  off  from  Relief,  but  there  were  many  other  Cases  that  ought  to 
have  been  put  on. 

Do  you  think  that  those  Cases  which  ought  to  have  been  struck  off  and  those 
Cases  which  ought  to  have  been  put  on  have  been  struck  off  or  put  on  with 
Judgment  and  Propriety  ? 

Many  Cases  have  been  struck  off  which  ought  not  to  have  been. 

And  those  which  have  been  put  on,  do  you  think  they  ought  not  to  have  been 
put  on  ? 

I  think  they  all  ought  to  have  been  put  on,  and  a  great  many  more.  I  could 
not  adduce  individual  Cases ;  but  where  the  Poor  Rate  and  the  Wages  of  the 
whole  District  were  so  low  as  they  were  in  that  District  there  is  not  Room  for 
any  thing  like  the  same  Reduction  that  you  might,  without  perhaps  producing 
Hardships,  effect  in  another  District. 

And  which  may  be  very  proper  in  that  District  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  think  the  Wages  are  suflScient  to  support  a  Man  and  his  Family  ? 
They  are  not  j  not  in  Comfort. 
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Mr,  John  Bowen.        If  they  get  on  with  them,  how  do  they  get  on  ? 
•  I  do  not  know  how  a  Man  on  7^-  a  Week  lives. 

Do  you  think  the  Remedy  for  that  State  of  Things  should  be  a  Payment  out 
of  the  Poor  Rates  ? 

I  ^hink  not ;  but  until  some  other  Remedy  is  provided  the  poor  Man  has 
nothing  to  provide  for  a  rainy  Day ;  he  is  actually  brought  down  to  the  Brink  of 
Starvation  ;  and  if  you  stop  that  Source  of  Supply,  though  it  may  be  a  vicious 
one,  without  providing  him  with  any  other,  you  either  drive  him  to  dishonest 
Courses  or  you  put  him  to  Death. 

Do  you  think  the  making  up  a  Man's  Income  by  Payments  out  of  the  Poor 
Rates  is  a  likely  Way  to  produce  a  general  Increase  of  Wages  ? 

That  is  a  Question  that  I  can  hardly  give  a  direct  Answer  to.  When  there  is 
no  other  Way  I  think  it  would  be  extremely  hard,  if  not  unfair,  upon  the  Poor 
Man  to  make  him  a  Victim  of  a  System  which  he  is  not  at  all  mterested  in 
upholding. 

Up  to  what  Standard  would  you  bring  the  Wages  ? 

I  cannot  attempt  to  fix  any  Standard  ;  it  is  absolutely  impossible ;  the  La- 
bourer, like  all  other  Persons,  must  take  the  Fluctuations  of  the  Labour  Market; 
but  if  you  point  to  the  Workhouse  as  a  Place  which  the  Labourer  is  to  be  put 
into  if  he  cannot  live  upon  7^»  a  Week,  and  he  objects  to  the  Confinement,  to 
the  particularly  low  Diet,  and  the  Chance  of  Disease,  it  may  be  very  much  better 
for  the  poor  Man  to  endeavour  to  make  7«*  a  Week  do  than  it  would  be  to 
subject  himself  to  such  greater  Punishment.  But  I  confess  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  that  the  Labourer  is  the  Party  to  be  punished  in  such  Cases. 

That  Evil  is  in  consequence  of  the  Wages  being  too  low  in  that  District  ? 
It  is. 

Do  you  think  that  the  giving  Money  out  of  the  Poor  Rates,  to  make  up  a 
certain  Income  to  the  Pauper,  is  the  Way  to  increase  the  Wages  ? 
It  is  the  only  Way  that  1  am  aware  of  directly  meeting  an  Exigency. 

Has  it  not  a  direct  Tendency,  on  the  contrary,  to  keep  the  Wages  low  ? 

It  would  appear  that  it  has  so  ;  but  the  poor  Man  only  lives  from  Day  to 
Day.  There  is  no  general  Principle  of  Reasoning  that  will  meet  his  Position ; 
he  either  must  be  fed  every  Day,  or  he  is  lost ;  he  is  not  in  a  Situation  to  be 
subjected  to  the  individual  Contingencies  arising  out  of  the  practical  Operation 
of  general  Principles. 

Is  there  not  a  strong  Feeling  against  the  Workhouses  amongst  the  Poor  in 
that  Country  ? 

The  best  Proof  of  that  is  that  very  few  able-bodied  Men  have  applied  for 
Admission  into  the  Workhouse,  except  during  the  Depth  of  the  past  Winter. 

There  being  a  strong  Feeling  against  the  Workhouses,  will  not  a  Man  take 
lower  Wages  rather  than  go  into  them  ? 

I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  a  decided  Opinion  upon  that  Subject;  that  the 
Workhouse  System,  instead  of  being  calculated  to  raise  Wages,  is  calculated  to 
lower  Wages;  the  poor  Man  has  Two* Evils  before  him,  and  he  takes  the 
smaller. 

Is  not  that  calculated  to  make  him  eke  out  his  Wages,  to  the  great  Sufiering 
of  himself  and  his  Family? 

It  is  so ;  but  I  feel  it  an  extremely  delicate  Thing  to  give  an  Answer  which 
would  lower  the  Character  of  Persons  whom  I  have  known  from  my  Childhood, — 
Persons  who  have  been  subject  to  all  Kinds  of  Temptation,  and  who  have  had, 
as  a  Body,  as  much  Honesty  as  any  other  Class ;  biit  Men  will  not  die  from 
Hunger. 

Have  you  known  that  any  of  those  Persons  who  formerly  conducted  them- 
selves with  Propriety  have  been  since  guilty  of  small  Thefts  ? 
I  do  not  know  it. 

Those  able-bodied  Men  who,  rather  than  go  into  the  Workhouse,  have  con- 
trived to  live  upon  their  7^-  a  Week  during  the  Winter,  in  what  State  are  they 
and  their  Families  now  ? 

T  cannot  speak  to  Particulars  from  my  own  Knowledge  ;  but  I  have  inquired 
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of  a  Person  who  kept  a  Pawnbroker's  Shop,  and  he  told  me  that  he  never  knew    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

so  much  Distress  among  the  Poor ;  that  their  Bedding  and  Articles  of  Fumi-       

ture  were  pawned,  which  the^  used  to  keep  throughout  the  Winter,  The  In- 
habitants of  Bridgwater  appomted  a  Committee  to  distribute  Blankets  among 
the  Poor  during  the  Winter,  and  we  found  them  in  a  very  wretched  State 
indeed. 

Has  private  Charity  increased  since  those  Regulations  have  been  introduced 
by  the  Board  ?       , 

I  do  not  know.  In  Country  Parishes  private  Charity  will  not  meet  a  great 
deal  of  the  existing  Want,  and  in  Towns  it  would  scarcely  meet  it  at  all. 

Has  there  been  in  Bridgwater,  for  instance,  since  the  Establishment  of  the 
new  Poor  Law,  any  Increase  of  private  Charity? 

I  do  not  think  there  has  been ;  I  could  not  speak  positively  upon  that.  In 
my  humble  Way  I  was  called  upon  to  subscribe  just  as  frequently  under  the 
old  Law. 

Was  not  a  Committee  formed  in  consequence  of  the  Distress  then  existing  ? 

There  are  Committees  appointed  at  Times  during  any  particular  Pressure, 
such  as  a  heavy  Fall  of  Snow,  or  an  unusually  severe  Winter,  or  the  Season 
being  more  unhealthy  than  usual. 

Do  you  observe,  since  the  new  Law,  that  there  has  been  any  Variation  in  the 
Rate  of  the  Wages  of  Labour  in  your  Union  ? 

No,  not  any.  I  have  asked  Farmers  in  the  Neighbourhood  whether  they  are 
aware  of  any  Advance  in  the  Rate  of  Wages,  and  Qiey  have  told  me  that  they 
think  there  is  an  Advance  in  the  Rate  given  for  Piece  Work,  but  that  there  is 
no  Advance  in  the  daily  Wages. 

There  is  no  Diminution  in  the  Rate  of  Wages  ? 
They  could  not  cut  down  7*.  a  Week. 

Have  you  heard  of  any  Ebullition  of  popular  Feeling  in  the  Union  ? 

No  ;  the  Union  has  been  very  peaceable.  There  is  certainly  a  great  deal  of 
Discontent ;  and  perhaps  I  shall  not  be  out  of  place  in  observing,  that  though 
I  have  written  upon  this  Subject  I  have  endeavoured  to  write  to  those  who  could 
improve  the  Law,  and  not  to  those  who  have  been  Sufferers  under  it,  and  there- 
fore I  have  written  in  a  Style  and  Manner  different  from  that  which  I  should 
have  used  if  I  had  been  writing  for  the  Poor. 

Have  not  your  Pamphlets  been  distributed  very  much  in  that  Neighbourhood  ? 
I  think  very  little  ;  they  have  been  sold  in  London  principally. 

Did  not  you  set  up  a  Paper  in  Bridgwater  ? 

I  answered  that  Question  some  Time  ago.  Lord  Radnor's  Brother  is  likewise 
Part  Proprietor  of  a  Paper  that  is  a  Rival  to  one  which  I  sometimes  write  in. 

Did  you  not  set  up  a  Newspaper  for  the  Purpose  of  canvassing  the  Question 
of  the  roor  Law  ? 
Certainly  not. 

What  was  the  Object  ? 

When  that  Newspaper  was  established,  I  think  in  the  Year  1831,  the  Object 
of  the  Establishers  of  that  Newspaper  was  to  assist  in  protecting  your  Lordships 
in  the  Possession  of  your  Dignities  and  Estates.  I  undertook  the  Management 
of  it.  Seven  or  Eight  Gentlemen  of  Bridgwater  agreed  with  me  to  share  the 
Expense.  I  made  a  Stipulation,  that  in  addition  to  the  whole  of  the  Labour 
I  should  pay  my  full  Quota  of  the  Loss;  I  have  done  so,  and  I  do  not  regret 
it  even  now. 

How  long  did  that  Paper  continue  ? 

For  Three  Years ;  till  we  had  improved  the  Politics  of  the  Neighbourhood. 

Did  it  continue  till  the  Time  that  the  new  Poor  Law  was  introduced  ? 
I  really  forget  the  Date. 

Did  you  discuss  the  Poor  Law  in  it  ? 
Not  at  all. 
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Mr.  John  Bmen.        You  Said  that  Lord  Radnor's  Brother  was  a  Proprietor  of  a  Newspaper ;  what 

do  they  call  it  ? 

They  call  it  the  Mud  Cart  in  Somersetshire. 

But  what  is  the  Name  that  it  gives  itself? 

I  never  saw  more  than  a  few  Numbers  j  on  those  I  saw  that  it  calls  itself 
"  The  Somersetshire  County  Gazette.*' 

Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Bouverie  is  the  Proprietor  of  it? 
It  was  a  Joint  Stock  Concern,  and  Mr.  Boiiverie's  Name  was  advertised  as 
Qne  of  the  Subscribers.     He  might  possibly  have  sold  out 

The  Rate  of  Wages  in  your  District,  you  say,  is  not  raised  ? 

I  have  inquired  of  several  Farmers  Men,  who  are  not  in  the  smallest  Degree 
likely  to  take  an  extiavagant  View  of  the  Subject  either  one  Way  or  the  o&er, 
and  they  have  told  me  that  there  was  a  more  Uberal  Price  given  for  Piece  Work, 
but  that  the  established  Price  of  7s.  a  Week  was  not  altered. 

Had  you  had  an  Opportunity  of  forming  an  Opinion  of  the  Number  of 
Labourers  employed  j  is  it  not  your  Opinion  that,  though  the  Wages  of  Labour 
to  each  individual  Labourer  may  not  be  increased,  there  are  more  Labourers 
now  employed  than  there  were  ? 

I  think  not.  In  the  First  Paper  which  I  put  in  I  believe  your  Lordships 
will  find,  that  the  whole  Number  of  Agricultural  Labourers  in  the  District  does 
not  surpass  the  Number  that  is  necessary  for  the  due  Cultivation  of  the  Dis- 
trict, and  I  cannot  go  beyond  that  geneml  Statement ;  I  have  not  that  minute 
Knowledge  of  the  Agricultural  Labourers  which  would  justify  my  attempting 
to  do  so. 

Do  you  conceive  then  that  the  Entirety  of  those  up  to  that  Number  was 
employed  previously  to  the  new  Poor  Law  ? 

I  conceive  so  ;  tliere  may  have  been  a  few  idle  Men  in  the  Forty  Parishes, 
but  very  few. 

Is  there  more  or  less  Piece  Work  done  in  the  Union  than  there  was  before  ? 

I  cannot  say.  I  have  asked  different  Individuals,  and  I  have  obtained  no  satis- 
fiictory  Answer.  I  hoped  to  have  been  able  to  lay  before  your  Lordships  some 
Information  upon  that  Subject,  but  I  have  not  obtained  any  satisfactory 
Answer. 

'        You  are  not  an  Agriculturist  yourself? 
I  am  not. 

You  live  in  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Therefore  any  thing  you  say  upon  this  Subject  is  not  from  your  own  In- 
formation ? 

The  Answers  I  have  given  have  been  all  qualified.  I  have  stated  that  I 
have  received  the  Information  from  Farmers, 

You  cannot,  therefore,  speak  from  your  own  Knowledge  ? 
No,  I  cannot ;  but  I  was  asked  what  I  believed  to  be  the  Case,  an4  I  have 
offered  my  Belief  as  Belief  merely. 

You  have  said  that  there  is  a  Horror  among  the  poorer  Classes  of  the 
Workhouse ;  do  you  think  that  that  Horror  is  so  great  that  it  has  prevented 
some  from  applying  for  Relief  who  required  it? 

I  have  not  the  smallest  Doubt  of  it.  When  your  Lordships  come  to  that 
Part  of  the  Question  you  will  find  ample  Proof  of  it 

When  you  spoke  of  Mr.  Bouverie*s  Labourer  whose  Wife  came  to  the  Board, 
you  did  not  mean  to  say  that  tlie  Chairman  found  fault  with  the  Woman  coming 
instead  of  her  Husband,  when  the  Husband  could  come  and  wa&  prevented  by 
Illness  from  working  for  Mr.  Bouverie  ? 

I  meant  to  say  that  the  Chairman  did  find  fault ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  the 
particular  Circumstances  of  the  Case  more  than  I  stated  them.  I  thought  it  a 
very  hard  Case,  and  it  was  that  which  impressed  it  upon  my  Mind  ;  but 
I  do  not  know  the  Particulars  of  the  Case  j  I  do  not  know  William  Haymon  ;  I 
never  saw  him. 
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You  say  there  was  a  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  when  you  were  Overseer  of    Mr.  John  noma. 

the  Poor  ?  .  

Yes. 

There  was  also  a  Workhouse  in  Petherton,  which  is  now  in  the  Bridgwater 
Union  ? 

There  was  no  House  in  which  Work  was  done ;  they  were  Poorhouses,  and 
there  were  Poorhouses  in  most  of  the  Parishes. 

For  the  Reception  of  the  Poor  ? 

For  the  Reception  of  the  Poor.  In  some  Places  there  were  Three  or  Four 
or  Five  Cottages  belonging  to  the  Parish,  in  which  old  worn-out  Persons  were 
allowed  to  reside. 

There  was  a  Poorhouse  at  Petherton,  in  the  same  Way  as  at  Bridgwater  ? 

I  never  saw  the  Petheiton  Poorhouse,  but  it  must  have  been  a  large  Building,  ^ 
for  there  were  from  Sixty  to  Seventy  Persons  in  it  after  it  was  taken  for  the 
Union. 

What  has  become  of  the  old  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  ? 

The  old  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  is  unoccupied.  I  am  not  aware  whether 
the  Overseers  have  applied  for  Permission  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to 
sell  it,  or  not 

They  have  built  a  new  Union  Workhouse  ? 
They  have. 

To  which  all  the  Paupers  within  the  Union  are  sent  ? 
Yes. 

And  the  Petherton  Workhouse  is  abolished  ? 

Yes ;  it  was  abolished  at  the  same  Time  or  shordy  before  the  Bridgwater 
Workhouse  was  abolished. 

In  the  Letter  of  the  9th  of  September  1836  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Bridg- 
water Board  of  Guardians  you  complain  of  the  Manner  in  which  this  Workhouse 
is  built  ? 

Yes  J  I  called  their  Attention  to  the  Subject  that  the  Sills  of  the  Windows 
were  nearly  Six  Feet  high,  so  that  the  poor  Persons  who  were  confined  could 
not  look  out  of  the  Windows ;  and  I  considered  that  a  wanton  Sort  of  Hardship 
inflicted  on  the  Poor. 

That  is  the  Fact  that  the  poor  People  cannot  look  out  without  great  Diffi- 
culty? 
They  cannot  look  out  of  the  Day  Rooms  at  all. 

Can  they  look  out  of  the  Bedroom  Windows  ? 
Yes,  I  believe  they  can ;  but  those  are  very  high. 

But  from  the  Day  Rooms  they  cannot  look  out  ? 
They  cannot. 

Whereabouts  is  the  Workhouse  situated  ? 

On  the  North  Side  of  the  Town,  within  the  Bounds  of  the  Borough,  in  a 
healthy  Situation  ;  perhaps  a  better  could  not  be  found. 

Does  it  stand  by  itself  ? 

On  the  West  Side  there  is  a  Row  of  Houses  running  parallel,  but  on  the 
other  Three  Sides  it  is  open. 

How  far  are  those  Houses  from  the  Workhouse  itself? 
Speaking  loosely,  I  should  say  about  150  Yards. 

Are  they  near  enough  for  the  Paupers  to  have  Communication  by  speaking 
with  the  People  in  the  Houses  ? 

Certainly  not ;  because  there  is  not  only  the  Workhouse,  but  there  is  a  Wall 
surrounding  the  Premises,  and  a  Space  divided  into  diflerent  Courts.  There 
could  be  no  Reason  for  the  Height  of  the  Windows  as  connected  with  the 
ExtemaJs  at  aU,  because  the  Boundary  Wall,  the  Fence  Wall,  was  much  too 
high  to  be  looked  over,  under  any  Circumstances. 
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3fr.  John  Bowett.        Then,  Supposing  the  Windows  had  been  cut  down,  the  Paupers  would  not 

. have  been  able  to  look  out  of  the  Yard  ? 

No  ;  they  could  only  look  into  their  respective  Yards.    If  your  Lord^ps 

refer  to  my  Letter  you  will  see  that ;  and  it  is  of  that  that  I  complain  ;  that 

they  were  prevented  from  looking  into  the  Yards. 

Is  that  Height  of  Window  necessary  at  all  for  the  Security  of  the  Workhouse, 
and  for  preventing  any  Escape  of  the  People  confined  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
Certamly  not 

What  Reason  can  you  imagine  the  Person  who  built  the  Workhouse  had  for 
making  the  Windows  so  high  ? 
To  make  the  Workhouse  as  irksome  as  possible. 

Is  it  possible  to  give  any  other  Reason  ? 

It  is  not  But  I  would  beg  leave  to  observe  that  the  Result  of  that  Letter 
will  afford  the  best  Illustration  of  what  I  had  to  expect  from  my  Efforts  at  the 
Board.     I  never  received  the  Civility  of  an  Answer  to  that  Letter. 

At  what  Time  was  this  Letter  written ;  was  it  written  at  the  Time  the 
Workhouse  was  building,  or  afterwards  ? 

While  the  Workhouse  was  building,  and  at  a  Time  when  the  Windows  could 
have  been  lowered  at  a  very  trifling  Expense  ;  before  any  of  the  internal  Part  of 
the  House  was  plastered. 

Were  you  a  Guardian  at  that  Time  ? 

I  was  not ;  it  was  the  Year  before  I  came  into  Office. 

Was  the  Contract  made  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ever  speak  to  any  of  the  Guardians  privately  upon  the  Subject  ? 
Idid. 

Did  any  of  those  that  you  spoke  to  concur  with  you  in  Opinion  upon  this 
Matter  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ever  ask  them  to  make  some  Proposition  to  the  Board  to  have  these 
Windows  altered  ? 

My  Letter  was  read  at  the  Board,  and  I  did  press  upon  One  of  the  Guardians 
to  see  if  he  could  not  get  an  Alteration. 

What  Answer  did  he  give  you  ? 
He  said  he  would  try. 

Do  you  know  whether  he  did  so  ? 
He  informed  me  what  took  place. 

Who  was  this  Person  ? 

Mr.  William  Baker  and  Mr.  Coulthurst ;  but  Mr.  Baker  was  the  most  active 
Man ;  the  other  knew  very  little  about  it.  He  said  he  would  bring  it  before 
the  Board ;  and  he  afterwards  told  me  that  he  had  done  so,  and  that  there  was  a 
Disposition  to  lower  the  Windows,  but  that  it  was  considered  that  as  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  had  approved  of  the  Plan  no  Alteration  could  be  made  in 
the  original  Building  without  an  Application  to  the  Commissioners;  and  as 
there  would  be  some  Expense  attached  to  that  it  was  considered  that  such  an 
Application  would  not  be  attended  to. 

Would  not  the  Expense  have  been  diminished  by  having  the  Windows 
lower  ? 

The  Expense  would  have  been  increased. 

That  you  understood  to  be  the  Reason,  that  they  did  not  like  to  apply  to  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  because  it  would  cost  more  Money  ? 
That  was  the  Reason. 

Was  your  Object  to  enlarge  the  Window,  or  merely  to  make  it  come  down 
nearer  to  the  Ground  ? 

I  should  have  kept  the  same  Height  of  Window,  and  brought  it  about  Two 
Feet  nearer  to  the  Ground. 
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When  was  it  that  you  applied  to  Mr.  Baker  ?                                                    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
At  the  same  Time  that  T  wrote  the  Letter  to  the  Board.  ; 

What  sized  Rooms  were  those  ? 

I  camiot  state  the  Size  of  the  Rooms,  for  that  is  a  Subject  which  requires  so 
much  of  your  Lordships  Consideration  that  I  had  almost  determined  to  propose, 
by  Petition,  that  it  should  be  referred  to  you. 

In  this  Letter  of  yours  you  speak  of  those  Rooms  as  being  "  gloomy  Cells  *'? 
Yes }  they  are  lower  by  Two  Feet  than  they  ought  to  be  for  the  Accommo- 
dation of  so  many  Persons. 

How  high  are  they  ? 

I  think  Eight  Feet  Six,  or  Kme  Feet 

Do  you  know  that  ? 

I  say  that  I  think.  I  should  be  prepared  on  a  future  Day  with  accurate 
Information  upon  that  Subject 

There  are  several  Persons  together  in  what  you  call  those  "  gloomy  Cells  '*  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  the  Length  and  Width  of  them  ? 

I  do  not ;  they  are  long  narrow  Rooms,  and  intended  to  accommodate  the 
whole  of  the  respective  Classes  of  Paupers. 

.  Have  you  been  in  them  ? 
Frequently. 

When  you  were  in  those  Rooms  was  there  any  Feeling  of  Oppression  from 
thdr  being  too  small  or  too  low  ? 

I  have  never  been  in  them  since  the  Paupers  have  inhabited  them  but  once. 

Is  it  only  from  the  Windows  heiast  the  Height  you  speak  of  that  you  call 
them  gloomy  Cells,  or  is  it  from  the  Rooms  themselves  being  too  small  for  the 
Purpose? 

From  the  Height  and  from  the  Dimensions  being  altogether  insufficient  for  the 
Purpose. 

You  cannot  state  the  Dimensions  ? 

I  am  not  prepared  to  state  the  Dimensions ;  but  I  shall  be  prepared  to  go 
into  that  Question  at  a  short  Notice. 

Why  do  you  call  them  "gloomy  Cells**  in  this  Letter,  as  that  is  giving  them 
a  Character  which  you  shoiud  be  quite  sure  of  before  you  put  it  into  Print  ? 

If  the  Expression  is  considered  too  strong  an*  one  I  am  not  disposed  to 
d^end  it 

Does  not  the  Height  of  the  Windows  make  them  gloomy  ? 
To  me  nothing  can  appear  more  gloomy  than  a  Room  closed  up  from  the 
external  Sight 

Are  they  light? 

The  Light  comes  in  from  the  Top  of  the  Room  instead  of  coming  in  where 
it  ought  do  do. 

Is  the  Eflfect  of  that  to  darken  the  Room  or  not  ? 

Clearly  there  is  not  so  much  Light  as  there  would  be  if  the  Windows  were 
Two  Feet  longer,  but  the  Rooms  may  be  light 

You  do  not  know  whether  there  is  Light  enough  to  prevent  them  being 
gloomy  in  that  respect? 

There  is  Light  enough* 

Do  you  know  the  Size  of  the  whole  Building  though  you  do  not  know  the 
Size  of  each  Room? 

If  I  had  had  the  smallest  Idea  of  being  questioned  upon  that  Part  of  the 
Subject  I  would  have  ascertained  it 

Have  you  taken  any  pains  to  ascertain  what  sized  Building  is  allowed  to 
contain  a  certain  Number  of  Prisoners  in  the  Gaols  ? 
I  have.    , 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.       Do  you  know  the  Number  of  Persons  thit  this  Workhouse  Is  intended  to 
^  contam  ? 

Yes;  300. 

According  to  the  Allowance  made  to  Prisoners,  is  there  the  same  Allowance 
of  Room  for  Persons  in  this  Workhouse  as  in  the  Priisdns  ? 
Not  Half  as  much  as  in  the  Prisons. 

In  Prisons  the  Prisoners  sleep  in  separate  Cells  ? 
Yes. 

In  the  Workhouse  the  Paupers  sleep  several  in  a  Room  together  ? 
Yes. 

And  therefore,  of  course,  do  not  require  as  much  Room  ? 
They  require  as  much  Air,  I  presume. 

Is  it  not  possible  in  a  Room  with  a  great  Number  of  Beds  to  have  a  great 
deal  of  Air  notwithstanding  ? 
If  the  Room  is  sufficienuy  large. 

Would  it,  in  your  Opinion,  be  better  for  the  Paupers  if  each  of  them  had 
such  a  Cell  as  a  rrisoner  has  in  a  Prison  ? 
Certainly  not. 

Therefore  you  think  it  is  better  for  them  that  they  should  sleep  in  Rooms 
together  ? 

Provided  those  Rooms  are  sufficiently  large  for  the  Number  of  Persons 
accommodated  in  them. 

Can  you  say  that  they  are  not  large  enough  ? 
On  my  Oath,  they  are  not. 

How  do  you  know  ? 

Because  I  am  prepared  with  the  Dimensions  of  the  Bed  Rooms.  Here  is  a 
lotig  Detail  of  Figures,  containing  the  Number  of  the  Bed  Rooms,  the  Length, 
the  Breadth,  and  the  Height  j  but  I  have  not  taken  the  Dimensions  of  th^ 
Sitting  Rooms.  I  have  squared  up  the  Contents,  and  I  find  that  the  One-pair 
Sleeping  Apartments  contain  30,057  Cubic  Feet ;  the  Two-pair  contain  38,447  •, 
the  Sleeping  Apartments  altogether  contain  53,504  Cubic  Feet.  This  Wcwrk- 
house  is  stated  to  be  built  for  300  Inmates. 

That  is  the  greatest  Number  that  can  by  Possibility  be  put  into  the  House 
at  any  Time  ? 

I  see  no  Bounds  to  the  Science  of  cramming ;  they  may  put  in.  Three  Times 
as  many,  but  that  is  the  Number  it  was  calculated  for. 

And  that  is  a  greater  Number  than  the  Average  ? 

Perhaps  your  Lordships  would  allow  me  to  say  tliat  the  building  of  the 
Workhouses  of  the  Kingdom  generally  was  entered  upon  without  any  nice 
Examination  of  the  Number  of  Paupers  that  were  hkely  to  tequife  Accommo- 
dation ;  but  I  can  give  the  Results  :  The  Workhouse  is  stated  to  be  built  for 
300  Inmates  j  that  gives  178i  Cubic  Feet  to  each.  The  Space  allowed  in  the 
Penitentiary  is  700  Cubic  Feet,  and  the  Space  that  Sir  Gilbert  Blane  gave  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  on  Hospitals  was  700. 

What  is  the  greatest  Number  that  has  been  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Do  you  know  what  is  the  Average  ? 

I  had  withdrawn  from  the  Board  before  the  Poor  were  put  into  that  Work- 
house ;  but  I  see  from  the  Returns  that  are  sent  weekly  to  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioner that  there  may  be  220  or  230  or  240. 

Have  there  ever  been  so  many  as  240  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

You  know  that  House  was  intended  for  300  ? 
I  take  that  from  the  Specification. 
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Do  you  know  the  greatest  Number  that  has  been  put  to  sleep  in  any  One    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
Room  ?  

I  do  not.  I  know  that  those  Dimensions  are  correct,  and  that  that  is  the 
whole  Space,  and  that  the  Workhouse  was  built  to  contain  300  Inmates. 

Do  you  know  the  Room  No.  1.,  which  you  call  the  Men's  Bed  Room  ? 
I  have  been  in  it ;  I  have  been  in  all  those  Rooms. 

How  many  Beds  were  there  in  it  ? 

I  was  in  it  while  it  was  in  the  course  of  building,  but  I  have  not  been  in  it 
when  there  was  a  Bed  in  it. 

Do  you  know  that  the  Rooms  are  crowded  ? 

The  Rooms  must  be  crowded  from  the  whole  Space  being  so  small. 

But  in  point  of  fact  do  you  know  whether  that  Bed  Room  is  crowded  or 
not? 

I  do  not  know  whether  any  Person  sleeps  in  No.  1. 

Then  how  can  you  state  that  the  Space  is  too  small  for  the  Number  of 
Inmates  if  you  do  not  know  whether  they  are  so  crowded  as  to  be 
unwholesome  ;  if  it  is  built  for  Five  and  only  Three  are  in  it,  is  that 
unwholesome  ? 

No. 

Does  it  not  depend  upon  the  Number  of  Persons  sleeping  in  the  Room  ? 
The  Question  ^oes  to  a  single  Room,  which  I  cannot  answer  j  I  can  speak 
to  all  the  Rooms  m  the  House. 

Can  you  speak  to  any  One  Room  in  the  House,  as  to  the  actual  Number 
sleeping  in  it  ? 

How  then  can  you  speak  to  the  whole  Room  being  crowded  ? 
Only  in  this  Way,  I  say  that  the  whole  House  does  not  afford  suflScient  Space 
for  the  whole  Number  to  be  properly  accommodated. 

That  is   according  to  Dr.  Blane's  Opinion,  and  judging  from  the  Space 
allowed  in  the  Penitentiary  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  that  in  the  Penitentiary,  taking  the  whole  Area  of  the  Building, 
there  are  700  Cubic  Feet  for  every  tndividu^  in  it  ? 

No }  I  beg  leave  to  say  that  the  Dimensions  of  the  Cells  in  the  Peniten- 
tiary amount  to  Ten  Feet  Seven  by  Ten,  which  is  equal  to  700  Cubic 
Feet }  but  on  a  different  Occasion  that  Evidence  was  given  this  Session  of 
Parliament  to  a  Committee  which  sat  to  inquire  into  the  Cases  of  some  Persons 
committed  to  the  Penitentiary. 

You  mean  that  the  Cell  in  which  each  Individual  sleeps  in  the  Penitentiary 
contains  700  Cubic  Feet  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  ever  been  in  those  Cells  ? 

No. 

Are  you  aware  how  far  they  would  contain  Two  Beds  if  it  were  necessary  ? 
They  would  certainly  contain  Two  Beds;   the  Black   Hole  at  Calcutta 
contained  all  that  were  thrust  into  it,  but  123  of  them  died. 

In  point  of  fact  is  there  no  other  Reason  why  they  have  separate  Cells 
b^des  the  Unwholesomeness  of  their  being  all  together  ? 

There  are  other  Reasons ;  but  I  have  before  stated  that  Sir  Gilbert  Blane, 
in  the  Evidence  ^ven  by  him  as  to  the  Quantity  of  Space  that  was  necessary 
for  Respiration,  did  give  700  Feet 

Was  it  that  it  was  necessaiy  for  Respiration,  or  that  that  was  the  Space 
requisite  for  a  Person  kept  in  Confinement  ? 

For  Respuation.     What  first  called  my  Attention  to  the  Subject  was  the 

Death  of  Persons  in  the  old  Bridgwater  Workhouse  by  Diarrhoea;  it  was  said 

that  the  House  was  too  crowded,  though  there  were  not  many  more  Persons 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    in  the  House  than  used  to  be  on  the  old  Plan ;  but  upon  considering  the 

Subject  I  saw  that  that  Space  which  Persons  in  Health  could  live  in  very 

comfortably  would  not  at  all  do  for  Persons  in  a  State  of  Disease,  in  Fever, 
Smallpox,  or  in  Diarrhoea,  or  any  Disease  of  that  Kind.  I  further  made 
some  Inquiries  upon  the  Subject;  I  had  the  old  Bridgwater  Workhouse 
measured ;  I  measured  it  myself,  and  employed  a  Surveyor  to  measure  it  also. 

Is  there  more  or  less  Accommodation  in  the  old  than  in  the  new  Workhouse  ? 
There  is  less  Accommodation  in  the  Sleeping  Apartments  in  the  new  than  in 
the  old }  but  there  was  not  sufficient  in  the  old 

What  is  the  Difference  ? 

I  cannot  state  the  Difference.  I  will  read  the  Question  and  Answer  that  was 
put  to  Sir  Gilbert  Blane :  the  Question  is,  "  In  Rooms  properly  ventilated,  and 
where  the  Quantity  of  respirable  Air  allowed  to  each  Person  is  1,440  Cubic 
Feet,  '*  that  was  in  the  Manu£ictories,  "  do  you  think  that  Employment  would 
be  prejudicial  to  such  Persons?**  The  Answer  is,  "There  is  ample  Room  for 
pure  Air  there.  In  a  Hospital  there  are  700  Feet  to  a  Patient,  ana  we  consider 
that  a  safe  and  proper  Space,  still  more  so  if  they  are  in  Health  and  walk 
about.  In  a  Hospital  well  ventilated  we  find  700  Cubic  Feet  a  safe  and 
proper  Space  for  each  Patient." 

That  is  for  Persons  not  in  good  Health  ? 

Yes. 

Are  there  Hospital  Rooms  in  all  those  Workhouses  ? 

No. 

Is  there  in  the  Bridgwater  ? 

There  are  Two  Rooms  there  that  are  called  "  the  Infirmary.** 

What  Space  have  they  in  them  ? 

I  do  not  know.  I  have  never  been  in  those  Rooms  since  they  have  occupied 
them. 

Doctor  Blane's   Opinion  goes  to  say  that   700  Feet  are  necessary  in  a 
Hospital,  but  that  a  less  Quantity  will  do  where  Persons  are  in  good  Health  ? 
Yes. 

Unless  you  know  how  many  People  there  are  actually  sleeping  in  One  of 
those  Rooms,  how  do  you  know  whether  they  have  not  a  considerably  larger 
Quantity  of  respirable  Air  than,  you  spoke  of, — 178A  Cubic  Feet  ? 

I  speak  of  the  Quantity  that  is  necessary  for  the  whole ;  and  presuming 
the  House  is  fully  inhabited,  that  would  be  the  whole  Number  ;  but  of  course 
if  there  was  a  smaller  Number  of  Persons  in  it  the  Quantity  of  Air  for  each 
would  be  proportionably  greater. 

Do  you  suppose  that  the  Workhouse  was  built  for  the  largest  Number  that 
it  was  possible  to  conceive  could  ever  be  put  into  it,  or  for  the  average  Number  ? 
I  thmk  it  ought  to  be  built  for  the  largest  Number. 

Do  you  imagine  it  was  so  ? 

If  it  was  intended  actually  to  accommodate  300  Persons  at  all  Times,  it  was 
a  very  sad  Blunder  in  the  Architect. 

That  would  not  have  to  do  with  the  Architect,  because  the  Guardians  would 
settle  what  the  Space  was  to  be,  and  direct  him  accordingly  ? 

I  beg  Leave  to  say  that  that  was  not  the  Case ;  for  in  the  First  Report  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  presented  to  Parliament  they  published  Plans  of 
Workhouses.  Those  Plans  of  Workhouses  are  altogether  madequate  for  the 
Accommodation  of  the  Number  of  Persons  that  they  are  intended,  according  to 
their  respective  Specifications,  to  accommodate. 

Have  you  ever  been  in  any  of  the  Workhouses,  and  do  you  know  that  they  are 
too  small? 

No;  but  I  ascertain  the  Fact  from  reading,  from  Calculation,  and  from 
having  lived  myself  in  small  Places. 
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If  you  do  not  know  the  Number  of  Persons  that  are  in  the  Rooms  how  can    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
yoUspeak  to  that?  

I  can  only  repeat  the  Answer  that  I  have  ^ven ;  that  if  there  happened  to 
be  fewer  Persons  in  one  Room  than  that  Portion  of  the  House  was  intended  to 
accommodate,  there  must  be  a  larger  Number  in  another  Room,  and  I  take  the 
Medium. 

Do  you  know  that  300  were  ever  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
No. 

Do  you  know  that  Inconvenience  has  arisen  from  the  Rooms  being  crowded  ? 
No,  not  of  my  own  Knowledge.    I  have  only  been  in  the  Workhouse  once 
since  it  was  finished. 

It  is  a  theoretical  Opinion  of  your  own  ? 

No ;  your  Lordships  will  find  that  there  have  been  Diseases  in  the  Bridgwater 
Workhouse  which  have  been  fatal  to  a  great  Extent,  which  Diseases  md  not 
exist  out  of  the  House  j  there  must  therefore  have  been  some  local  Cause. 

Do  you  in  point  of  fact  know  how  many  Persons  have  ever  slept  in  One  of 
those  Rooms  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

You  know  that  it  does  not  contain  the  Space  that  Men  of  Science  are  of 
Opinion  is  necessary  for  the  Number  of  reople  which  it  is  intended  the 
Building  shall  contain  ? 

If  Dr.  Amott,  or  any  of  those  Persons  who  have  been  in  the  habit  of  attend- 
ing to  these  Subjects,  were  examined,  they  could  produce  a  Conviction  upon 
your  Lordships  Minds,  perhaps,  which  I  cannot. 

What  Conviction  could  th^  produce  ? 

That  taking  the  Number  of  Persons  at  220  or  230  there  would  not  be  healthy 
Accommodation  for  that  Number  of  Persons  in  that  House. 

You  are  speaking  now,  therefore,  of  230  and  not  of  300  ? 

Your  Lordships  at  first  asked  me  the  Number  of  Persons  that  the  House 
was  intended  to  accommodate,  and  then  whether  I  knew  the  Number  of  Persons 
that  were  actuaUy  in  it  I  do  not  know  the  Number  actually  in  it,  but  I  know 
the  Number  that  it  was  intended  to  accommodate. 

But  you  do  not  know  how  many  Persons  have  slept  in  those  Rooms  ? 
No. 

Have  you  ever  heard  that  the  Medical  Person  who  attended  the  Workhouse 
complained  of  the  Size  of  the  Rooms  ? 
No }  I  do  not  conceive  that  he  would  do  so.   * 

Have  you  ever  heard  that  he  complained  of  the  Dietary  ? 
No,  not  at  the  new  House. 

Have  you  not  heard  that  the  Medical  Man  objected  to  Part  of  the  Dietary  ? 
Yes ;  in  the  Month  of  April  1837  j  it  is  within  my  own  Knowledge  that  that 
was  the  Case  then. 

Have  you  ever  heard  that  the  Medical  Person  objected  to  the  Size  of  the 
Rooms  in  which  the  Persons  slept  as  being  unwholesome  ?  , 

There  have  been  no  Objections  made  to  the  Dietary  within  the  new  Work- 
house within  my  Knowledge,  but  I  have  not  attended  the  Poor. 

Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  Objection  on  the  Part  of  the  Medical  Officer 
to  the  Spaces  allowed  in  the  new  Workhouse  ? 

Your  Lordships  will  find  in  the  Affidavit  of  One  of  the  Surgeons  that  he 
ascribes  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  Bridgwater  House  to  the  Smallness  of  the  Rooms, 
and  to  the  House  being  too  thickly  peopled. 

What  House  was  that  ? 

The  old  House  j  I  know  nothing  of  the  new  House. 

You  do  not  know  that  there  has  been  any  Complaint  of  the  Paupers  being 
too  crowded  in  the  new  House  ? 
No. 
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Mr.JohnBowtn.       You   Say  that  Dn  Blane   stated  that  700  Cubic  Feet  were  necessary  for 

the  Respiration  of  One  Individual  in  a  Hospital ;  will  not  the  Size  o£  the 

Windows  and  the  Thidcness  of  the  Walls  make  ^  great  Alteration  with  respect 
to  the  Quantity  of  Space  that  must  be  allotted  to  One  Individual? 

The  Thickness  of  the  Walls,  as  far  as  I  know^  has  npthing  to  do  with  it;  t)^ 
Size  of  the  Windows  may,  because  one  whole  Side  of  the  Room  may  be  knocked 
out,  and  then  the  Individual  would  have  the  whole  World  to  breathe  in,  instead 
of  being  confined  to  breathing  in  a  small  Room. 

What  was  the  greatest  Number  of  Persons  put  together  to  sleep  in  One  Room 
in  the  old  Workhouse  when  you  were  Overseer? 
I  cannot  tell. 

Had  you  no  Rule? 

No }  it  was  an  ill-arranged  old  House  j  but  there  was  more  sleeping  Room 
for  each  Individual  in  it  than  is  in  the  new  House,  in  proportion  to  the  Number 
to  be  accommodated. 

How  many  People  in  your  Knowledge  ever  slept  in  One  Room  ? 

I  cannot  tell ;  1  can  speak  of  the  Average  in  me  whole  House.  The  Clerk 
of  the  Union  was  Assistant  Overseer,  and  he  can  state  the  Number  of  Beds  in 
any  particular  Room ;  I  cannot 

.  What  was  the  greatest  Number  in  the  Poorhouse  at  any  one  Time  ? 
I  cannot  tell  the  greatest  Number ;  but  in  the  Paper  I  gave  in  the  last  Time 
I  was  examined  there  was,  with  the  annual  Expenditure  for  Seven  Years,  the 
average  Number  in  the  House.  In  1829  the  average  Number  was  Seventy-four ; 
in  1830,  Seventy-six;  m  1851,  Seventy-eight  j  m  1832,  Eighty-six;  in  1883, 
Eighty-three ;  in  1834,  Seventy-eight ;  in  1835,  Seventy-diree.  If  Six  Per- 
sons  be  deducted  as  the  Number  of  the  Governor's  Family,  the  average  Number 
of  Pauper  Inmates  for  those  Seven  Years  would  be  rather  more  than  Seventy- 
two. 

Do  you  know  the  greatest  Number  at  any  one  Time  ? 
I  do  not 

What  was  the  average  Number  in  the  House  after  the  Union  was  formed? 
Upwards  of  Ninety-four. 

During  the  Time  of  the  raging  of  this  Disease? 

During  the  Time  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging  in  the  House  there  were 
Ninety-four  in  the  House. 

How  many  was  the  old  Workhouse  calculated  to  hold  ? 
I  never  heard  any  Calculation  made ;  indeed,  till  the  Question  was  raised 
respecting  the  Dietary,  1  did  not  know  the  Dimensions  of  the  House  myself. 

The  People  from  Petherton  are  now  sent  to  the  new  House  ? 
They  are. 

Did  you  ever  take  the  Pains  to  inquire  how  many  had  been  in  the  House  ever 
since  it  was  built? 

No.  I  should  have  been  prepared  to  have  ascertained  that,  but  I  understood 
that  a  Return  was  moved  for  by  Lord  Radnor,  which  I  thought  would  give 
^  that  Information. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  till  To-morrow,  Twelve  o'Clock. 
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Die  Veneris^  6^  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair. 


ROBERT  WEALE  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  further  examined 

as  follows : 


Evidence  on  the 
Operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act. 

Robert  Weale^  Esq, 


HAVE  you  prepared  a  Return  showing  the  Number  of  Paupers  in  the 
Workhouse  of  tne  Bridgwater  Union  weekly,  frcMn  the  Ninth  Week  of  the 
Quarter  ending  the  25th  of  December  1837  to  the  Twelfth  Week  of  the  Quarter 
ending  the  24th  of  June  1838  ? 

I  have^ 

Have  the  goodness  to  deliver  it  in  ? 

The  same  is  delivered  in  and  read,  and  is  as  follows. 


(Fide  Return  on  next  Page.) 
The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
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Robert  WeaU,  Esq. 
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Mr.  JOHN  BOWEN  is  called  in,  and  ftirther  examined  as  follows :  Mr.  John  Bowen. 


THE  next  Point  of  which  you  complain  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  is  with 
respect  to  the  Neglect  of  the  Matron^s  Applications  for  Assistance  by  giving  her 
a  Nurse  for  certain  Children  who  were  ill  in  the  Month  of  October  1836  ? 

I  merely  copied  these  Entries  fix)m  the  Book,  and  put  them  down  as  they 
were ;  I  know  nothing  about  them ;  I  was  never  hi  the  Petherton  Workhouse 
in  ray  Life. 

Is  that  the  Case  with  respect  to  those  on  the  SOth  of  March  and  17tfa  of  April 
1837,  referred  to  in  Page  73  of  the  Papers  referred  to  the  Committee  ? 

Yes ;  I  put  them  down  without  any  individual  Knowledge.  I  founds  on  going 
through  the  Petherton  Visitors  Book,  there  were  repeated  Instances  of  Applica- 
tions being  made  by  Magistrates  and  other  Visitors  which  were  not  attended 
to,  even  on  so  trifling  a  Matter  as  Hair-cutting,  where  the  Heads  of  the  Children 
were  neglected  until  they  became  eaten  out  with  Vermin,  or  at  least  eaten  into 
Ulcers.  There  are  Entries  on  that  Subject,  commencing  17th  September  1836. 
The  Question  in  the  Visitors  Book  is,  "  Do  the  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse  of 
all  Classes  appear  cleanly  in  their  Persons?'*  The  Answer,  17th  September 
1836,  is,  ^  Tne  Matron  has  pwd  2^.  6d.  for  having  the  Children's  Hair  cut,  with 
my  Sanction." 

By  whom  is  that  signed  ? 

Richard  King  Meade  King  who  is  a  Magistrate,  and  was  the  Vice  Chairman. 
**  In  future  Hair  to  be  cut  by  a  Pauper  from  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse/* 
The  next  Entry  is  2d  May  1837 ;  the  Answer  is,  "Yes;  but  some  Persons 
wanted  immediately  to  cut  the  Children's  Hair,  without  which  they  cannot  be 
kept  clean.**    Signed  by  the  same  Gentleman. 

Do  you  know  how  fer  those  Directions  of  his  were  obeyed  ? 

No,  except  as  will  appear  from  the  Entries  subsequently.  **  June  29th.  The 
Chfldr^s  Hair  requires  cutting. — July  4th.  Yes ;  but  no  one  has  been  sent  to 
cot  the  Children's  Hair,  as  requested  last  Week.*  Signed  by  the  same  Gentle- 
man. **  13th.  No  Attention  has  been  paid  to  the  repeated  Requests  of  the 
VifiikwB  and  the  Matron,  with  respect  to  the  Hair-cutting  of  the  Children." 
Signed  "  Hctory  Parsons,**  another  Ma^trate  of  the  County.  **July  21st. 
No  one  has  yet  been  sent  to  cut  the  Children's  Hair,  as  requested  for  several 
Weeks. — September  27th,  Yes  3  but  the  Children's  Hair  must  be  cut ;  a  Person 
should  be  sent  from  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  as  usual,  to  do  it'* 

Those  Gentlemen  ace  ex  t>fficto  Guardians  of  the  Union  ? 

Yes ;  One  o£ibem  m  resident  in  that  Parish,  Petherton ;  and  I  mention  this 
not  offensively  to  doese  Guardians,  but  to  show  that  there  were  Am)lication6 
Month  after  Month  not  attended  to.  October  4tfa,  it  is  adt^ed,  *' The  (Children's 
Hair  is  cut,  but  some  have  bad  Heads.  Signed  Henry  Parsons."  I  inquired 
ef  the  Genfleman  who  made  -the  Entry,  and  the  Governor  of  the  Bridgwater 
House;  what  was  meant  by  bad  Heads,  and  was  informed  it  was  that  the 
Children's  Heads  were  frill  of  Vermin  and  eaten  into  Ulcers. 

You  do  not  know  that  to  be  the  Fact  ? 
Ko ;  but  that  was  ihe  Answer  I  received. 

Who  told  you  so  ? 

The  Governor  of  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse. 

The  Entry  r^rs  to  Petherton  Workhouse  ? 

Yes  ;  but  tiiough  the  Children  were  sent  to  Petherton  Workhouse  there  was 
no  Governor  there  j  the  Provisions  and  Articles  were  sent  from  the  Bridgwater 
Workhouse. 

Those  Children  were  not  sent  to  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  to  have  their 
Hair  cut? 

No.  I  b^  it  to  be  understood  that  I  know  nothing  of  it  of  my  own 
Knowledge. 

What  is  the  Name  of  the  Governor  of  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  from  whom 
you  received  that  Information  ? 

Mr.  Gover.     Mr.  Parsons  said  that  they  had  sore  Heads  and  were  lousy,  and 

I  asked  Mr.  Gover  what  it  meant,  and  he  said  that  the  Children  whom  he 
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saw  once  a  Week  were  lousy  and  eaten  into  Sores.  I  was  asked  as  to  Appli. 
cations  for  Assistance  in  the  House ;  I  have  copied  out  a  few  of  the  Entnes. 
On  the  8th  of  August  1836,  "The  Inmates  are  all  healthy,  except  Three  old 
Women  bedridden,  and  One  Woman  with  diseased  Spine.  Two  or  Three  of 
the  Children  are  poorly."  That  was  at  the  Commencement  of  the  Union.  Very 
soon  after,  "  There  are  at  present  Five  able-bodied  Females  in  the  House  who 
are  employed  in  household  Work."  The  next  is  October  28th :  "  Nineteen  Chil- 
dren continue  afflicted  with  the  Measles;  Ann  Day  is  still  confined  to  her 
Bed:  Jane  Morley  is  very  poorly,  supposed  to  be  an  Affection  of  the  Lungs; 
she  has  been  ordered  Tea  and  Sugar  by  the  Medical  Officer,  but  it  has  not 
been  supplied.** 

You  read  this  not  to  prove  the  State  of  the  Paupers,  but  to  prove  the 
Neglect  in  furnishing  the  Supplies  which  were  required  ? 

Yes.  That  Entry  is  followed  by  "  The  Matron  wants  the  Assistance  of  an 
able-bodied  Washerwoman  without  Delay." 

Did  you  make  Inquiry  with  respect  to  that  Tea  and  Sugar? 

No. 

You  did  not  learn  whether  that  Woman  had  had  Tea  and  Sugar  supplied  to 
her  from  another  Place  ?  ^ 

I  was  not  a  Guardian  at  the  Time ;  I  merely  took  the  Entries  from  the  Book. 

Does  it  appear  from  subsequent  Entries  that  they  were  not  supplied  ? 

The  most  important  Entry  on  that  Subject  is  10th  Marcn  1836  of  the 
Surgeon  of  the  retherton  Workhouse,  Mr.  Tilsley.  "  There  has  been  occa- 
sionally much  Delay  in  sending  the  Articles  entered  as  *  Necessaries  *  for  the 
Patients.  In  many  Instances,  although  ordered  by  the  Board,  a  Week  or  mor? 
has  elapsed.'*  Now  I  do  not  know  that  Fact  j  but  I  find  it  signed  by  the 
Surgeon. 

Can  you  refer  to  any  Instance  in  which  a  poor  Woman  who  had  been 
ordered  by  the  Surgeon  Tea  and  Sugar  from  the  Workhouse  was  supplied  by 
the  Charity  of  the  Surgeon  ? 

The  Name  of  the  Woman  was  Harriet  Bindon.  There  is  her  own  Affidavit 
on  the  Subject,  a  Copy  of  which  was  furnished  by  Mr.  Weale  in  Page  29  of 
the  printed  Papers  before  your  Lordships. 

Where  do  you  find  the  Fact  stated  of  her  getting  the  Tea  and  Sugar  from 
the  Charity  of  the  Surgeon  when  she  could  not  get  it  from  the  Workhouse? 

It  is  stated  in  her  Affidavit,  **  Deponent  beBeves  that  Two  or  Three  Days 
elapsed  after  Mr.  Tilsley  said  she  should  have  Tea  and  Sugar  before  it  was 
given  her ;  then  Mr.  Tilsley  gave  her  some  for  Two  or  Three  Days,  when  <he 
was  told  the  Matron  had  received  some  for  her  from  Bridgwater.*' 

It  was  a  Week  before  she  got  it  from  the  Matron,  having  non6  fijr  Two  or 
Three  Days,  and  being  supplied  by  the  Medical  Man  Two  or  Three  Days  ? 
Yes. 

That  was  before  the  new  Workhouse  was  built  ? 

Yes ;  it  was  in  the  Petherton  Workhouse.  Perhaps  it  will  throw  some  light 
on  that  Woman's  Case  if  your  Lordships  will  turn  to  the  Medical  Return  of 
January  the  SlsL  Her  Name,  Harriet  bindon,  appears  as  being  ill  of  Influenza. 
On  February  the  7th  the  same  Woman  is  stated  to  be  iU  of  Influenza; 
February  the  14th,  Inflammation  of  the  Windpipe,  with  this  Entry  :  "  Should 
be  allowed  Tea  and  Butter.'*  Therefore  it  appears  that  though  on  the  31st  of 
January  she  was  placed  on  the  Doctor's  List  as  labouring  under  Influenza, 
it  was  not  till  the  14th  of  February  that  Tea  and  Butter  were  ordered  for  her. 

Of  what  do  you  produce  that  as  a  Proof? 

Only  that  the  Woman  was  very  ill,  and  had  been  very  ill  some  Time  before 
Tea  was  ordered  at  all. 

That  is  in  fact  a  Complaint  against  the  Medical  Person  for  not  having 
ordered  it  ? 
I  merely  state  the  Fact  as  it  appears  upon  the  Book. 
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Is  that  stated  to  show  their  Lordships  a  Neglect  on  the  Part  of  the  Persons    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

connected  with  the  Workhouse  not  attending  to  the  Order  of  the  Medical 

Officer,  or  a  Want  of  Attention  on  the  Part  of  the  Medical  Officer? 

I  state  those  Facts  to  show  a  Want  of  Attention  to  the  Poor,  without  appljdng 
them  to  any  Person.  I  do  not  bring  forward  a  Charge  against  any  one ;  I  only 
state  subh  Facts  as  stand  on  Record. 

Do  you  think  there  were  no  Instances  of  N^lect  on  the  Part  of  the  Officers 
rf  the  Workhouse  under  ihe  old  System  ? 

Certainly ;  but  the  Overseer,  under  such  Circumstances,  would  have  been 
liable  to  Prosecution. 

Supposing  those  Gentlemen  neglected  their  Duty,  do  jrou  suppose  it  never 
happened  that  a  Medical  Man  under  the  old  System  neglected  a  Pauper  under 
his  Care  ? 

I  cannot  say. 

How  do  you  mean  that  the  Overseer  would  be  prosecuted? 
I  say  he  might  be  prosecuted. 

Had  you  Medical  Knowledge  enough^  or  Information  enough,  to  ascertain 
that  that  Woman  required  Tea  and  Butter  before  the  14th  of  February  ? 

I  leave  it  to  your  Lordships  to  determine  whether  this  Woman,  labouring 
under  Influenza  for  Fourteen  Days,  had  not  Room  to  complain  that  not  a  Drop 
of  Tea  nor  a  Bit  of  Butter  was  allowed  her.  I  should  say  that  any  Person  ill, 
whether  a  poor  Woman  or  otherwise,  should  have  a  little  Tea  and  Butter. 

It  ifl  your  Opinion  that  the  Medical  Attendant  neglected  his  Duty,  or  was 
ignorant  of  the  Functions  he  had  undertaken,  by  not  ordering  Tea  and  Butter 
sooner? 

My  Observation  would  go  further  than  that ;  that  such  a  Woman  should  not 
be  put  on  Gruel,  and  should  be  foulid  Tea  and  Butter. 

You  mean  to  say  the  Medical  Officer  should  have  recommended  those 
Things  for  her  sooner  ? 

Your  Lordships  must  take  the  Entry,  and  put  your  own  Constructions  on  iti 
I  take  the  Entry  as  I  find  it. 

You  produce  it  as  Proof  of  the  Neglect  of  the  Medical  Officer  ? 
No  J  as  Proof  of  the  Suffigring  of  the  Woman. 

How  doyou  know  that  the  Woman  suffered  ? 

I  take  for  granted  that  any  Privation  of  that  Kind  must  inflict  Suffering. 

You  think  it  would  produce  Suffering,  do  you  ? 
Yes. 

Supposing  the  Woman  did  not  like  Tea  and  Sugar  ? 
Then  it  would  not  have  been  ordered  for  her  on  the  14th. 

How  do  you  know  that? 

I  cannot  answer  as  to  all  the  Poasibilities  of  the  Case. 

Do  not  you  presume  that  there  was  Hardship  inflicted  upon  her  in  that 
respect • 

1  presume  Hardship. 

If  the  Medical  Person  had  thought  it  necessary  for  this  Woman's  State  of 
Health  that  she  should  have  the  Tea  and  Butter  upon  the  first  of  those  Days, 
do  you  suppose  he  would  have  ordered  it  ? 

From  knowing  something  of  the  Man  I  conceive  he  would ;  but  he  might 
conceive  he  was  not  at  liberty  to  break  in  upon  the  System. 

If  he  had  thought  that  this  Tea  and  Butter  was  necessary  for  the  Woman 
on  the  first  Day,  do  you  suppose  he  would  not  have  ordered  it  ? 
I  suppose  so  J  I  only  speak  on  the  Fact. 

Then  the  Fact  is  simply  this,  that  the  Medical  Person  did  not  order  it  on 
the  first  Day  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  John  Bewen.       Which  be  might  have  ordered  if  he  bad  thought  it  necesiacy  for  her  ? 
No  Doubt  of  that 

He  did  order  it  on  the  14th  ? 
Yes# 

She  had  none  from  the  Officers  of  the  Wofkboose  Ibr  One  Week  aA» 
that? 

Two  or  Three  Bays,  and  then  Two  or  Three  Days.  On  February  17tiu  the 
Entry  stands  in  the  Visiting  Book,  **The  Tea  and  Sugar  oidered  by  the 
Medical  Officer  fbr  Harriet  Bindon  has  not  been  provided.^ 

You  mean  to  say  there  was  a  Faulty  first  on  the  Part  of  the  Medical  Officer 
in  not  ordering  the  Tea  and  Sugar  till  the  14th,  and  then  the  Fault  of  its  not 
being  providea  on  the  14th? 

I  merely  state  the  Hardship  to  which  the  Woman  was  subjected*. 

How  do  you  know  that  she  was  subjected  to  Hardship? 
I  only  suppose  that  she  w^  subjected  to  it  by  the  Trivatioa  j  1  never  saw 
her. 

Have  you  ever  heard  from  her  own  Friends  that  she  sufered  ? 
No ;  but  I  presume  that  when  such  a  Person  is  ill  she  requires  all  those 
little  Indulgences. 

Are  you  a  better  Ju^ge  of  that  than  the  Medkd  Person  who  attended  her  ? 
No^  cettainly  not. 

Then  what  makes  you  take  upon  you,  not  having  seem  her>  to  say  that  she 
ought  to  have  it  ? 

1  never  have  seen  an  Instance  where  a  Person  being  iU  did  not  require  some 
little  Indulgences* 

Your  Evidence  goes  upon  the  general  Notion  that  when  a  Person  is  ill  she 
must  have  Tea  aiid  Butter  ? 

Yes ;  and  upon  the  general  Experience. 

If  the  Medical  Officer  says  thi^  ought  to  be  given  to  any  one,  and  in  coii« 
sequence  of  its  not  being  given  he  provides  it  out  oihis  own  rodcet^  is  not  that 
.    a  strong  Proof  that  he  considered  that  she  was  mffimog  Hardship? 
It  is  the  strongest  Proof  of  his  Opinion^ 

That  refers  only  to  the  Circumstances  which  occurred  after  the  14th  ? 

Yes. 

Have  you  seen  the  Dietary  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  not  know  that  ibae  k  a  N#td  on  that  Dietaty^  '^Tha  sick  to*  be 
dieted  as  directed  by  the  Medical  Officer*^ 
I  know  that  perfectly* 

You  ascribe  all  this,  whidi  yon  state  to  beNe^ect  on  the  Part  oPthe  Medical 
Officet  aad  on  the  Party  providfaig  the  Thing0  when  orderedt  to  a  Desire  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians  to  be  as  saving  of  Money  as  possible  ? 

I  think  that  would  be  a  Conclusion  that,  on  this  particular  Part  of  the  Case^ 
I  should  not  be  desirous  to  arrive  at 

.  Whal  i»  the  InSttrenoe  vou  draw  from  thes^  Circumstancea  ? 

I  consider  that  I  am  called  here  to  giVe  your  Lordsbtpe  a  Statement  of  Facts^ 
leaving  you  to*  draw  your  own  licences  nom  them^ 

You  have  published  a  Pamphlet  in  which  you  make  strong  Accusations ;  the 
Committee  wkh  to  know  how  ywi  ap|dy  the^^uslss  s^  as  to  warrant  you  in 
making  those  strong  Inftrencea? 

If  your  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to*  Cali  my  Attettfihni>  to  atry  InferMce  of 
mine  1  will  endeavcmr  to  explain  it. 

You  have  drawn  an  Inference,  and  stated,  that  the  Medical  Pferson  not 
ordering  a  Woman  Tea  and  Sugar  was  a  Proof  of  N^lect  on  his  Plart^  htow  do 
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yoa  mean  to  ^ly  that  Instance  of  N^lect  to  ike  Cbndnct  of  die  Board  of  Mr.J(^n  B^wen. 
Guardians?  — — 

The  oidy  Obserfvtiam  I  make  upon  it  are  the  only  ones  whidi  I  think  I  can 
be  called  npon  hj  tins  Committee  to  exphun  or  substantiate.  In  Ptoe  79  of  the 
printed  Fleets  I  have  stated^  ^  Here  are  the  Matron's  reiterated  Applicatkms 
foir  Assistance  to  clean  and  nurse  the  wretched  Sufferers  under  her  Care ;  here 
are  the  Surgeon's  Pleadings  for  a  little  Tea,  or  some  such  Indulgence,  for  those 
whose  enfeebled  Stomachs  rgect  the  nauseous  Meal  and  Water ;  and  here  is 
indulHtable  Proof  that  a  Week  or  more  in  many  Instances  passed  over  the  • 
pining  Child  or  bedridden  Adult  without  bringing  to  their  parched  Lips  the 
prescribed  Helic£'' 

Will  you  lead  the  next  Paragraph  ? 

**  Awful  as  all  this  is,  there  are  other  Facts  connected  with  the  working  of 
the  Machinery  for  grindii^  the  Poor  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  of  a  still  darker 
Character.* 

Po  yoa  give  those  Facts  you  have  mentioned  as  Part  of  the  Machinery  for 
grindii^  the  Poor  in  tlte  Bndgwater  Union? 
Yes»  they  are  a  Part* 

What  do  you  mean  by  grinding  the  Poor  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 
I  mean  subjecting  them  to  Hardship  and  Suffering  they  ought  not  to  be 
subjected  to* 

For  what  Purpose  do  you  attribute  that  grinding  the  Poor  ? 
Cutting  down  the  Poor  Rates. 

Do  you  mean  that  the  Surgeon's  abstaining  from  ordering  Tea  and  Butter 
previous  to  the  14th  was  Part  of  the  Machinery  for  grinding  the  Poor  in  the 
Bri^water  Union  ? 

No>  I  do  not  apply  it  to  any  particular  Part;  I  mean  that  the  System  of 
making  the  Foorfaouse  a  Place  ot  Punishment,—- not  those  particular  Circum* 
stances  of  the  saving  of  a  Id.  or  lid.  or  2<t2.,  but  the  general  System, — has  the 
Effect  of  grinding  down  the  Poor. 

Do  you  mean  that  the  Fact  you  have  just  given  in  Evidence,  that  the  Surgeon 
abstained  fitnn  ordering  Butter  tiB  the  14th.,  is  an  Element  in  that  general 
System  of  grinding  down  the  Poor  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 

I  think  not ;  I  merely  notice  this  Paper  to  commence  with  the  first  Entry 
I  find  in  the  Mecfical  weekly  Setum  opposite  to  that  Woman's  Name* 

Not  as  Part  of  your  Evidence  leading  to  the  Conclusion  which  you  state  in 
that  Pamphlet? 

No.  I  b^  to  observe  it  does  not  appear  in  my  Pamphlet ;  if  at  the  Time  I 
had  considered  it  important  I  should  have  copied  it  out* 

Is  it  your  Opinion  that  a  Number  of  those  Cases  had  a  Tendency  to  render 
Persons  disgusted  with  the  Workhouse,  and  make  them  wish  to  go  out  ? 
Yea. 

This  was  before  the  new  Workhouse  was  provided  ? 
Yes^ 

Some  little  Time  must  elapse  on  all  Occasions  before  Things  can  be  got  into 
Order? 

Yes ;  ABowances  should  be  made  for  that. 

Have  you  any  other  Instance ;.  can  yon  refer  t&  the  Orders  made  from  Time 
to  Time  from  which  it  appears  that  there  were  similar  Instances  of  Delay  in 
delivering  those  Things  the  Medl^  Man  thought  necessary  ? 

I  have  not  copied  out  any  other. 

Can  you  refer  the  Committee  to  any  Ocders  for  additional  Assistance  in  the 
Workhouse  for  Nurses,  and  so  on  ? 

J  have  referred  to  InstancAs  to  that  Effect 

.Can  you  state  any  thing  aa  to  the  Children  in  the' Workhouse^  or  any  Num- 
ber of  tiuini  bcs^g  affected  by  the  Itch  ? 

Upon  the  Pa|^  an  jwur  Lordships  Table,.  Na  177f  Page  19r~this  Piper 
(151.25.)  5  U  3  was 


Digitized  by 


Google 


694    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.  John  Bawen.    was  moved  for  by  the  Noble  Lord  in  the  Ch^,  at  my  Request,  to  show  not 

that  Sixty.five  Persons  had  the  Itch,  but  that  the  Entries  in  the  Bridgwater 

Visiting  Book  did  not  deserve  the  smallest  Credit  —  the  Iirst  Question  is,  "  Is 
the  House  dean  and  well  ventilated  in  every  Part ;  if  not,  state  Particulars  of 
every  Defect  or  Omission  ?^  The  Answer  is,  "  Yes.**  That  is  signed  by  the 
Visitor,  "  James  Somers/* 

Who  is  James  Somers  ? 

A  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee. 

Is  he  a  Magistrate  ? 

No ;  he  is  a  Farmer.  The  Second  Question  is,  **  Are  the  Inmates  ge- 
nerally healthy,  or  is  there  any  Sickness  prevalent  among  them ;  if  so,  state 
Particulars,  and  especially  if  any  dangerous  or  highly  infectious  Cases  of  HI- 
ness  exist  in  the  House  ?  '*  The  Answer  is,  "  They  are  generally  healthy.*' 
A  Magistrate,  the  Reverend  Henry  Parsons,  goes  into  me  House,  and  he 
says,  "  I  went  round  the  Wards  with  Mr.  Ward,  the  Medical  Officer,  on 
Sunday  the  Slst  of  December,  and  found  that  no  less  than  Sixty-three 
Children  were  afflicted  with  the  Itch,  some  of  them  in  a  great  Degree,  and 
that  the  Children  who  were  supposed  to  have  introduced  uie  Infection  were 
admitted  into  the  House  without  previous  Examination.  I  further  noticed 
that  the  Atmosphere  of  the  Wards  was  generally  very  offensive  j  and  upon 
Inquiry  I  was  informed  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient  Supply  of  Water  to 
cleanse  the  Water  Closets ;  and  I  request  that  an  immediate  Investigation  of 
these  Matters  of  Complaint  may  be  had.'* 

That  you  produce  as  a  Proof  that  the  Entry  in  the  Visitors  Book  is  not  always 
to  be  depenaed  upon  ? 
Yes. 

Was  Mr.  Parsons  an  ex  officio  Guardian  ? 

Yes.  If  your  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to  turn  to  the  Bridgwater  Medical 
Return  for  the  same  Days  vou  will  find  that  the  Sixty-three  Children  having 
the  Itch  are  not  noticed  there ;  therefore  it  is  possible  for  Children  to  that 
Number  to  have  the  Itch  without  its  being  noticed  there. 

Was  Mr.  Ward  the  Medical  Officer  in  charge  of  the  Bridgwater  House  at  that 
Time? 
He  was. 

By  whom  were  all  those  Questions  framed  which  appear  in  Page  19  ? 

They  are  in  printed  Books,  with  a  blank  Space  left  for  Answers ;  and  the 
Visitors  for  the  Week  are  expected  to  write  opposite  to  each  Question  the 
Answer. 

Those  Books  are  sent  from  the  Commissioners  ? 

Yes ;  and  are  produced  on  the  Table  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  every  Week 
by  Order  of  the  Commissioners. 

When  Mr.  Underdown,  the  Clerk,  signs  this  which  has  been  signed  by  the 
Visitors,  does  he  sign  it  as  agreeing  with  his  own  Observation,  or  merely  attesting 
the  Signatures  of  the  Visitors  ? 

Merely  as  attesting  the  Signature  of  the  Visitors ;  he  was  directed  to  furnish 
a  Copy,  and  he  attested  the  Accuracy  of  the  Copy. 

Have  you  had  any  Conva*sation  with  Mr.  Parsons  touching  that  Remark  made 
upon  the  Visitors  Book  ? 
Not  One  Word  j  I  did  not  think  it  proper. 

You  never  asked  him  how  far  he  had  brought  that  Subject  before  the 
Board? 
I  did  not. 

Have  you  referred  to  the  Minute  Book  to  see  how  fkt  Notice  was  taken  by 
Mr.  Parsons,  or  any  Motion  made,  in  consequence  of  the  State  in  which  he 
found  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time  ? 

I  think  I  have  turned  over  the  Minute  Book  without  finding  any  thing ;  if 
so  it  was  only  for  One  or  Two  Wfeeks  after  the  Time ;  I  thmk  1  looked  to 
Two. subsequent  Entries,  but  I  do  not  think  I  went  beyond  that 
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Have  you  ever  heard  from  anybody  that  Mr.  Parsons's  Ent^,  so  contrary    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

to  the  Entry  made  by  Mr.  Somers,  and  by  Mr.  Ward  the  Medical  Officer,  became 

the  Subject  of  Discussion  at  the  Board  ? 

I  never  heard  that  it  did ;  but  I  cannot  speak  from  my  own  Knowledge. 

Can  you  account  for  Mr.  Parsons  not  ha\dng  brought  the  Matter  before  the 
Board? 
Certainly  not. 

Can  you  account  for  the  Board  not  inquiring  into  it  ? 
Certainly  not 

Do  you  know  that  the  Board  did  not  inquire  into  it  ? 

I  do  not.  I  notice  this  only  for  the  Purpose  of  showing  that  those  Books 
which  are  presumed  to  be  a  (Jheck  upon  the  Proceedings  of  the  Board  bear 
Falsehoods  upon  their  Face ;  that  those  Two  Entries  cannot  be  true  ;  but  I  can- 
not step  in  between  the  Parties,  and  determine  which  speaks  the  Truth. 

If  you  will  turn  again  to  Page  7^  of  the  printed  Papers  you  say,  that  "  some 
Time  after  the  Introduction  of  the  new  System,  it  appears  from  the  Visitor's 
Book  that  the  prescribed  Dietary  was  not  rigidly  observed  j'*  in  what  Part  of 
the  Visitor's  Book  do  you  find  that? 

In  Reply  to  the  Question  No.  10,  "  Is  the  established  Dietary  duly 
observed  ? '^  on  the  2d  of  August  1836,  it  is  said,  "Yes,  except  Milk  for 
Oatmeal  ;'*  the  9th  of  August,  "  Yes,  except  Milk  for  Oatmeal.'* 

What  is  the  Report  with  respect  to  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  at  that 
Time? 

The  first  Reportis  the  22d  of  July,  "  Generally  healthy** ;  the  2d  of  August, 
"  Generally  healthy"  ;  the  9th  of  August,  "  Generally  healthy** ;  the  l6th  of 
August,  "  No  peculiar  Sickness.**  The  Answer  to  the  Question,  No.  10,  was 
"  Except  the  Use  of  MUk,  as  recommended  by  the  Medical  Officer,  in  lieu  of 
Gruel.**  1 6th  of  August,  23d  of  August,  "  Generally  healthy  j  Gruel  is  now 
used  instead  of  Milk  j**  the  30th  of  August,  "  Generally  healthy.** 

Will  you  refer  to  Page  73  of  the  Papers ;  you  will  see  that  on  the  23d  of 
August,  after  the  Words  "  Gruel  is  now  used  instead  of  Milk,**  there  occur 
these  Words,  **  Gruel  is  now  used  strictly  according  to  the  Dietary**  ? 

That  is  in  the  Petherton  Book. 

In  that  Case  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  the  Entry  is  "  Gruel  is  now  used 
instead  of  Milk**? 
Yes. 

You  say  in  this  Pamphlet,  that  "  This  Allowance  of  Milk  was  violently  op- 
posed as  being  too  greatly  opposed  to  the  Regulations  of  the  Commissioners  to 
be  tolerated  ;**  where  does  that  appear  ? 

It  does  not  appear  j  I  heard  it  at  the  Time  from  different  Guardians. 

There  is  no  Document  from  which  you  prove  it  ? 
No. 

Were  you  a  Guardian  at  that  Time  ? 
No  ;  nor  for  Six  Months  after  that. 

You  heard  from  some  Guardians  that  that  was  violently  opposed  ? 
Yes.  / 

Who  were  the  Persons  from  whom  you  heard  that  ? 
Mr.  Baker  was  one  who  told  me  so. 

Did  he  refer  vou  to  any  Motion  made  that  the  Milk  should  be  continued, 
or  that  it  should  be  discontinued  ? 
No. 

Your  Informant  was  Mr.  Baker? 

Yes  J  and  the  Thing  was  generally  spoken  of. 

Do  YOU  know  how  far  the  Medical  Persons  had  become,  reconciled  to  the 
Gruel  oeiag  used  instead  of  Milk  previous  to  the  ^d  of  August  ?  . 

No  farther  than  yout  Lordships  may  infer  from  this  Letter:  on  the  95th  of 
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Mr.  John  Bmen.    October  Mr.  King  says,  ''  On  resummg  mv  Duties  at  ibe  Workhouse  I  fi>und 

that  the  Board  had  ordered  diat  Oatmeal  should  be  used  for  the  Children 

instead  of  Milk/' 

The  Question  is,  whether  the  Medical  Person  at  the  Time  referred  to,  was 
consenting  to  the  Alteration  of  the  Diet  hack  again  to  Gruel? 

I  am  not  able  to  state  that ;  but  the  MedicalMan  was  repeatedly  told  thatiie 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Dietary  of  healthy  Persons  j  that  the  Regulations  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  determined  that 

How  do  you  know  that  he  was  repeatedly  told  tliat  ? 

I  think  1  have  heard  either  Twice  or  Three  Times  Declarations  of  that  Sort 
at  the  Board. 

That  was  aften¥ards»  when  you  were  a  Guardian  ? 
Yes. 

The  Question  refers  to  the  Time  before  you  were  a  Guardian  ? 
I  have  no  Means  of  proving  that,  and  I  do  not  assert  it. 

Does  what  you  refer  to  mean  this,  that  if  a  Man  is  in  perfect  Health  he 
must  abide  by  the  Regulations  and  the  Diet  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

It  does  not  mean  to  say  that  if  a  Surgeon  is  of  qpdnion  that  any  Person 
requires  Milk  or  any  thing  else  he  Boay  not  order  it  ? 
If  he  is  put  on  the  Sick  List 

If  any  able-bodied  Pauper  does  require  Milk  in  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical 
Man,  would  he  not  be  allowed  it? 

I  should  consider  that  the  Medical  Man  has  nothhig  to  do  with  ihe  Diet  of 
Persons  who  were  not  on  his  LkL  1  have  heard  those  Words  used  myself  at 
the  Board. 

He  has  the  Power  of  puttii^  any  Person  on  his  list  for  the  Purpose  of 
ordering  him  a  particular  Diet  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  he  has ;  I  know  he  merely  puts  Persons  jou  his  List  on 
account  of  Disease. 

Can  he  put  a  Man  on  his  List  if  he  is  not  ill^  notwithstanding  he  thinks  he 
will  be  ill  the  next  Day  ? 
I  believe  not 

Suppose  he  considered  that  a  Man  who  is  in  excellen(t  Health  requires  Milk, 
would  he  not  be  at  liberty  to  put  him  on  his  List  ? 

.  Not  unless  he  put  him  on  the  Sick  List  and  then  some  Disease  would  be 
.  carried  out  against  his  Naaie ;  if  the  Man  was  diseased  to  such  an  Extent  as  to 
justify  the  Surgeon's  carrying  out  his  Disease  on  the  Bock  against  him  he 
might  order  him  what  he  pleased. 

Might  he  not  know,  fix>m  the  State  ef  several  of  his  Psiients,  that  a  particular 
Diet  was  producing  a  certain  Disease,  and  might  he  not  think,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  desirable,  even  with  respect  to  those  who  were  well,  to  order  a 
particular  Diet? 

Certainly. 

Had  he  Power  to  order  that  Diet  with  respect  to  those  who  were  well  ? 
I  conceive  not ;  and  that  Doctrine  I  have  heard  held  at  the  Board. 

Have  you  heard  the  Guardians  hold  that  Aey  were  not  to  interfere  with 
Persons  not  actually  ill  ? 
i  lurve. 

Has  not  the  Doctor  Power  to  object  to  the  Dietary  as  likely  to  produce 
Sickness  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  Question  refers  to  legal  or  tnond  Power.  I  con- 
ceive he  had  not  Power  to  do  any  thing  with  respect  to  the  Diet  of  tiiose  who 
were  well.  The  Diet  fixed  for  the  House  is  under  the  Regulation  of  the  Poor 
I*aw  Commission ;  and  under  the  Ninety-eighth  Section,  I  think,  any  Han  pre- 
venting its  being  carried  into  effect  is  liaole  to  Imprisonment 
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Is  not  that  a  Dietary  selected  by  the  Board  itself.                                               Mr.  John  Bomn. 
It  is  selected  out  of  Six  Dietaries  sent  down  by  the  Commissioners.  — 

Do  not  the  Board  of  Guardians  exercise  the  Power  of  altering  the  Dietary 
according  to  Circumstances  in  their  own  Discretion  ? 

I  cannot  speak  to  the  Power ;  your  Lordships  will  see  that  no  such  Power  has 
been  exercised  in  this  particular  Case. 

Do  you  not  know  that  in  this  particular  Case  the  Board  of  Guardians  appointed 
a  Committee  to  examine  Six  Dietaries  presented  to  them^  and  to  select  one  or 
such  Portions  of  each  as  they  preferred  ? 

I  was  not  a  Guardian  at  the  Time,  but  I  have  no  Doubt  of  the  Fact. 

You  are  of  opinion  that  the  Medical  Officer  has  not  Power  to  appoint  for 
those  not  sick  any  Alteration  of  the  Diet ;  was  not  he  at  liberty  to  report  upon 
the  Diet  if  he  did  not  approve  of  it,  and  suggest  another  to  the  Commissioners 
for  their  Sanction  ? 

I  suppose  he  might  have  reported. 

Do  you  not  know  that  the  Medical  Man  did  report  that  the  Ghruel  par- 
ticularly was  injurious  to  the  Health  of  the  Poor  ? 

I  was  not  at  the  Time  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  I  do  not  know 
it  of  my  own  Knowledge.  I  endeavoured,  in  drawing  up  this  Statement,  to  be 
able  to  refer  your  Lordships  to  such  particular  Entries  of  Circumstances  and 
Pjersons  as  would  give  your  Lordships  Information  upon  those  Points. 

'The  Entry  ywi  referred  to  is  dated  2Sd  of  August;  will  you  refer  to  the 
First  Entry,  mentioning  the  Paupers  in  the  House  being  afflicted  with  the 
Diarrhoea  ? 

Yes.  TheSOth  of  August  it  is  stated,  "  Generally  healthy •* ;  6th  September, 
"  Generally  healthy'' ;  the  ISth  of  September,  "  Generally  healthy'' ;  the  20th  of 
September,  "  Generally  healthy."  The  First  Entry  is  the  27th  of  September ; 
the  Words  are,  "  The  aged  Poor  are  afflicted  with  (Jolic  and  Diarrhoea,  and  the 
Children  suffering  from  the  same  Complaint."  It  appears,  on  an  Inspection  of 
the  Medical  Officer's  Book,  that  there  were  One  Case  of  Colic  and  DiaiThoea, 
Three  of  Colic  without  Diarrhoea,  and  Two  of  Diarrhoea  without  Colic ;  and 
on  the  20th  of  September  it  appears  that  there  were  One  infected  with 
Diarrhoea  and  Fever,  Five  with  Diarrhoea,  and  Two  with  Colic. 

What  is  the  Note  in  the  Visitor's  Book  of  the  20th  of  September  ? 
"  Generally  healthy." 

(To  Mr.  Underdown.)    Is  there  a  Book  which  will  show  the  Sickness  of  the 
People  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  separate  from  those  out  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
Inere  is  not. 

(To  Mr.  Bowen.)  Was  Mr.  Baker  a  Guardian  at  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea 
first  broke  out  ? 

He  was.  Mr.  Baker  and  the  Medical  Man  had  personal  Knowledge  of  all 
those  Facts,  and  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  and  the  Matron  had  personal 
Knowledge  of  them. 

Who  was  the  Medical  Officer  at  that  Time  ? 

Mr.  Abraham  King.  He  was  taken  ill  about  that  Time,  and  Mr.  Evered  Poole 
attended  for  him. 

When  was  it  that  the  Surgeon  of  the  Bridgwater  District  first  wrote  tp  the 
Board  of  Guardians  respecting  the  Sickness  m  the  House  ? 

The  Letter  is  dated  Bridgwater,  October  ^  25th.  There  is  a  correct  Copy 
of  that  Letter  in  Page  7^  of  the  printed  Papers. 

The  following  Entry  is  read  from  the  Medical  Book  : 

"October  25th.  There  is  much  Sickness  amongst  the  Children  and  the 
old  People.  There  are  Thirty-three  Cases  under  the  Care  of  the  Medical 
Gentlemen.    Ninety-six  Inmates  in  the  House." 

Do  you  know  what  Proceeding  was  taken  by  the  Board  in  consequence  of 
that  Letter  of  the  25th  of  October? 

I  cannot  tell  of  my  own  Knowledge  j  I  have  heard  that  there  was  no  Pro- 
ceeding taken  upon  it. 
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jifr.  John  Bowetif       Do  you  find  any  Proceeding  on  the  Book  ? 
'■'■' '  No ;  there  are  no  Proceedings  on  the  Face  of  the  Book* 

The  Minutes  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  25th  of  October  are  referred 
to,  and  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  Entry  of  the  Receipt  of  a  Letter  fi-om 
Mr.  King,  but  that  a  Letter  was  read  from  Mr.  John  Evered  Poole  on  ih% 
1st  of  November,  as  follows : 

**  Gentlemen, 
**The  Alterations  recommended  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  last  Week, 
respecting  the  Diet  of  the  Sick  at  the  Workhouse,  has  proved  very  advan- 
tageous, and  they  aie  now  daily  improving,  and  surrounded  with  every  necessary 
Comfort  J  and  the  Governor  has  strictly  attended  to  the  Orders  of  the  Medical 
OflScer.  John  Evereb  Poole.*' 

In  this  Paniphlet  of  yours  you  state,  "  It  will  scarcely  be  believed  that, 
under  such  frightful  Circumstances,  all  the  Indulgence  that  could  be  obtained 
by  the  Representations  of  tjhe  Surgeon  and  some  active  Members  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  was  confined  to  the  Victims  who  were  actually  attacked.  The 
Gruel  was  still  to  be  used  by  others,  although  it  had  been  distinctly  stated  that 
it  produced  Diarrhoea,  and  that  the  Irritation  of  the  Stomach  and  Bowels 
produced  other  distressing  Effects.*'  Can  you  inform  the  Committee  what  the 
Order  was  for  making  the  Alteration  you  refer  to  ? 

No.  It  is  not  on  the  Minute  Book.  And  the  Fact  of  Oatmeal  having  been 
regularly  used  at  that  Period,  and  after  the  Period  of  Mr.  Poole's  Letter,  goes 
to  the  Fact  that  the  Alteration  was  in  respect  of  the  Diet  of  the  Sick,  and  not 
of  those  who  were  well. 

Do  you  know  what  it  was  that  the  Medical  Person  recommended  beyond 
what  appears  in  the  Letter  of  the  25th  of  October  ? 

I  do  not  on  my  own  Knowledge;  I  know  nothing  but  what  appears 
upon  this  Paper. 

Does  he  not  in  that  Letta:  propose,  "  that  the  Children  should  return  to 
Milk  Diet;  that  proper  Nurses  should  be  in  attendance  Day  and  Night; 
that  the  sick  should  be  separated  firom  the  healthy ;  and  that  the  Sick  Wards 
should  not  be  scrubbecP*  ? 

Yes. 

He  does  not  propose  to  the  Board  to  alter  the  Gruel  Diet  generally  ? 

No. 

Do  you  know  whether  that  Alteration  was  proposed  in  respect  of  the  Imnates 
in  general  ? 

f  do  not  of  my  own  Knowledge ;  I  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Board,  and 
could  not  know  it. 

You  know  nothing  of  what  was  recommended  beyond  what  aj^ears  in  that 
Letter? 
Just  so. 

And  that  Letter  does  not  propose  an  Alteration  with  respect  to  the  general 
Diet  of  the  House? 

No.  I  know  nothing  of  it  myself;  but  the  Medical  Man  told  me  he  had 
been  told  that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Diet  of  Persons  who  were  not 
on  his  List 

What  Medical  Man  told  you  that  ? 
Mr.  Abraham  King. 

With  respect  to  all  those  Cases  where  they  were  attacked  with  Colic  and 

Diarrhoea,  do  you  not  suppose  that  after  this  Letter   they  returned   to  the 

•    Milk  Diet,    that  proper  Nurses   were   in   attendance  Day  and  Night,  that 

the  sick  were  separated  from  the  healthy,  and  that  the  Sick  Wards  were  not 

scrubbed  ? 

I  have  no  Doubt  of  that.  If  your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to  turn  to 
the  Visitors  Book,  I  can  state.  In  the  last  Report  upon  the  Fact,  the 
25th  of  October,  the  Question  is,  "  Is  the  established  Dietary  duly  observed  ; 
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and  are  the  Hours  of  Meals  regularly  adhered  to  ? — It  has   been   departed    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

from  this  Week  by  the  Direction  of  the  Medical  Officer.     In  consequence  of 

Sickness  amongst  the  Children  and  weak  People  Milk  has  been  used  instead 
of  Gruel/*  The  next  Entry  is  November  the  1st :  "  Is  the  established 
Dietary  duly  observed  ;  and  are  the  Hours  of  Meals  regularly  adhered 
to  ? — Yes,  with  respect  to  the  healthy  Inmates ;  but  for  the  sick,  Milk, 
Rice,  and  Arrow  Root  have  been  substituted  for  Gruel  by  Order  of  the 
Medical  Officer/* 

Who  signed  that  ? 

They  were  both  signed  by  the  same  Man,  Mr.  William  Baker, 

Does  it  not  appear  that  all  that  was  recommended  by  the  Medical  Persons  was 
attended  to  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
All  which  appears  upon  that  Letter  to  be  recommended. 

When  did  the  Board  of  Guardians  order  the  abolishing  of  the  Gruel  Diet? 

Not  for  Six  Months.  The  next  Entry  is,  "  Yes,  as  regards  the  healthy 
Inmates  ;  but  for  the  sick,  Rice,  Milk,  and  Arrow  Root  have  been  substituted 
in  lieu  of  Gruel/* 

You  do  not  know  how  far  the  Medical  Persons  ever  stated  to  the  Board  that 
the  Dietary  adopted  in  the  Workhouse  produced  the  Illness  in  the  House  ? 

I  could  not  know  that  of  my  own  Knowledge ;  I  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
Board. 

Does  not  it  appear  from  those  Entries  that  that  recommended  by  the  Medical 
Officers  has  been  attended  to  by  the  Board  ? 

But  this  Medical  Person  told  me  that  he  had  repeatedly  made  Applications 
to  the  Board  which  were  not  attended  to. 

What  was  the  next  Change  which  took  place  in  the  Dietary  ? 

I  will  read  the  Entries,  which  will  put  your  Lordships  into  possession  of  the 
Thing  Week  after  Week.  8th  of  November :  "  Yes,  as  regards  the  healthy 
Inmates ;  but  for  the  sick.  Milk,  Rice,  and  Arrow  Root  have  been  substituted 
for  Gruel  by  Order  of  the  Medical  Officer.'*  November  the  15th :  **  Yes,  as 
r^ards  the  healthy  Inmates ;  but  for  the  sick.  Milk,  Rice,  and  Arrow  Root 
have  been  substituted  in  lieu  of  Gruel.** 

What  is  the  Answer  as  to  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  on  that  Day? 

**  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House  rapidly  improving."  November 
the  15th :  "  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  generally  good,  with  the  Exception 
rfFive  Children.**  November  22d  :  "The  Health  of  the  Inmates  still  improv- 
ing.**  In  reply  to  the  Question  respecting  the  Diet :  **  Yes,  with  respect  to  the 
healthy  Inmates ;  for  the  sick,  generally  Milk,  Rice,  and  Arrow  Root ;  and 
Meat  for  the  Children  who  are  recovering  from  the  Measles  ;  by  Order  of  the 
Medical  Officer.**  Then  on  the  29th  of  November  the  Answer  to  the  Second 
Question  is,  "  Still  much  Sickness  in  the  House.**  The  Answer  to  the 
Tenth  Question  is,  "  The  Dietary  is  the  same  as  it  has  been  since  October  25th.!* 
The  next  Week :  "  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  is  improving.  The  Dietary 
the  same  as  it  has  been.**     The  ISth  of  December:  "Much  Sickness  is  still 

frevalent  in  the  House.  The  Dietary  the  same  as  it  has  been.**  The  20th  of 
)ecember :  "  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  is  improving.  The  Dietary  is  the 
same  as  was  established  25th  October  last.**  The  27th  of  December:  "The 
Health  of  the  Inmates  b  improving.  The  Dietary  is  the  same  as  established 
25th  October  last.**  The  3d  of  January  :  "  The  Inmates  of  the  House  are  again 
unhealthy,  particularly  the  Children  who  have  had  the  Measles.** 

That  went  on  so  till  the  14th  of  April  ? 
Yes,  it  did. 

Will  you  refer  to  the  Visiting  Book  for  the  Entry  of  the  24th  of  March. 

The  Entry  is,  "  Still  continumg  to  improve.**  April  the  7th :  "  The  Health  ot 
the  Inmates  continues  to  improve,  and  there  is  no  particular  Sickness  prevalent.** 
On  the  14th :  "  There  is  still  Diarrhoea,  and  a  Disposition  to  increase ;  and  the 
Medical  Officer  recommends  Rice  and  Milk  as  a  Substitute  for  Bread  and 
Cheese  Dinners  on  Two  of  the  Days.** 
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Mr.JohnBowtn.       Who  signed  that  ? 
The  Rev.  Noblett  Ruddock. 

Who  signed  the  Entry  on  the  7th  of  April? 
The  same  Gentleman. 

Was  that  proposed  Alteration  made  of  the  Milk  and  Rice  instead  of  Bread 
and  Cheese  ? 

No ;  it  was  not  then  made. 

The  Medical  Officer  did  not  upon  that  Occasion  wish  the  Gruel  to  be 
discontinued ;  was  the  Milk  and  Rice  substituted  for  the  Cheese? 

He  did  wish  the  Gruel  to  be  discontinued.  Mr.  Ruddock  made  the  Entry ; 
and  having  only  a  small  Space  to  write  on,  he  entered  the  proposed  Alteration 
for  Br^  and  Cheese  without  entering  the  Recommendation  to  abolish  the 
Gruel. 

How  do  you  know  that  ? 

Because  his  subsequent  Entry  will  show  that.  I  was  at  the  Time  at  the 
Board. 

Where  will  that  be  found  ? 

This  Pamphlet  which  I  have  published  details  what  took  place,  as  nearlv  as 
can  be  stated-  The  First  Meeting  of  the  new  Board  of  Guardians  was  held  on 
the  31st  of  March  I8S7. 

That  was  previous  to  the  14th  of  April  ? 
*  Yes.  "  Having  been  appointed  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  and 
informed  myself  by  personal  Inspection  on  the  State  of  the  Poor  then  in  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse,  I  went  carefully  through  the  Obituary,  the  Visitor^s 
Book,  the  Medical  Weekly  Return,  and  such  oQier  Documents  as  would  fairly 
bring  under  my  View  the  past  and  present  Condition  of  the  Inmates  of  the 
Workhouse.  At  this  Time  the  general  Appearance  of  the  Poor  in  the  House 
was  hazard  and  emaciated  beyond  Description.  On  the  14th  of  April  there 
were  Twelve  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  on  the  Medical  Weekly  Return ;  several  of  the 
Avretched  Suflferers  had  been  seized  in  the  course  of  the  Week.'*  That  was  in 
the  Bridgwater  Union.  '*  Under  these  alarming  Circumstances  the  Visiting 
Committee  requested  the  Medical  Officer  to  attend  them  at  the  Workhouse,  when 
that  Gentieman  again  strongly  urged  the  Necessity  of  making  an  Alteration  in 
the  Diet.  He  proposed  that  Gruel  should  be  no  longer  administered,  but  that 
instead  of  it  Mine  should  be  used  for  Break&st,  and  that  Rice  and  Milk  should 
be  substituted  for  Bread  and  Cheese  Dinners  on  Two  Days  in  the  Week." 

You  were  present  when  that  was  done  ? 

I  was  present,  and  had  previously  in  the  course  of  the  Week  gone  throu^ 
the  House  Two  or  Three  Times.  I  do  not  mean  to  accuse  the  Gentiemen 
who  have  signed  the  Reports  from  Time  to  Time  of  any  intentional  Mis- 
representation;  but  it  appears  from  them  that  the  People  were  a  good  deal 
better  one  Week  and  a  great  deal  worse  another,  in  a  Manner  not  to  be 
comprehended. 

Who  signed  that  Recommendation,  "  that  Gruel  should  be  no  longer  admi- 
nistered, but  that  instead  of  it  Milk  should  be  used  for  Breakfast,  and  that 
Rice  and  Milk  should  be  substituted  for  Bread  and  Cheese**  ? 

Mr.  Ruddock. 

Mr.  Ruddock  had  not  entered  the  Recommendation  correctly  ? 

No.  I  will  state  from  this  Document  what  took  place  on  that  Occasion. 
"  Under  these  alarming  Circumstances  the  Visiting  Committee  requested  the 
Medical  Officer  to  attend  them  at  the  Workhouse,  when  that  Gentieman  again 
strongly  urged  the  Necessity  of  making  an  Alteration  in  the  Diet  He  pro- 
posed that  Gruel  should  be  no  longer  administered,  but  that  instead  of  it 
Milk  should  be  used  for  Breakfast,  and  that  Rice  and  Milk  should  be  substi*- 
tuted  for  Bread-and-Cheese  Dinners  on  Two  Days  in  the  Week.  The  Visiting 
Committee  unanimously  agreed  to  recommend  the  Suggestions  of  the  Medical 
Attendant  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ;  and  a  Reverend  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, who  was  the  appointed  Visitor  for  the  Week,  made  the  following  Entiy  in 
the  Visitor's  Book.^*     That  does  not  go  to  the  Extent  of  the  Recommendation. 
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Where  does  it  appear  that  any  Recommendation  was  made  by  the  Medical    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

Officer  that  the  Gruel  should  be  discontinued ;  so  &r  as  the  Entry  in  the  Book       " — 

goes,  it  is  only  that  Rice  and  Milk  should  be  substituted  for  the  Bread-and- 
Cheese  Dinners  ? 

I  do  not  conceive  it  is  to  be  found  on  Record.     Mr.  Ruddock,  the  Visitor  of 
the  Day,  made  his  Entry  in  his  own  Way. 

The  Visiting  Committee   having  received  that  Communication  from  the 
Medical  Officer  a  Motion  was  made  in  the  Board  ? 
The  Proceeding  was  as  follows :  "  The  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee 

Soceeded  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  support  the  Reccnnmen(mtion  of  the 
edical  Officer.  The  Reverend  Gentleman  who  was  the  Visitor  for  the  Week 
was  considered  the  most  proper  Person  to  state  the  reiterated  (>)inion  of  the 
Sui^eon,"  who  had  declared  he  had  vary  frequently  recommenced  the  same 
Course,  "  and  the  distressing  Condition  of  the  Inmates,  to  the  Board.  This 
he  did  with  the  Temper  and  Earnestness  of  a  Christian  Pastor  urging  his  Brother 
Men  to  the  Performance  of  a  solemn  Duty,  The  Recommendation  of  the 
Surgeon  was  strongly  and  feelingly  advocat^  and  the  Fact  stated,  that  the  old 
People  who  were  allowed  Tea  had  suffered  less  from  Diarrhoea  than  the  other 
Inmates.''  All  this  is  in  proof  that  the  Medical  Man  attended ;  that  Mr.  Ruddock 
wplied  to  do  away  with  the  Gruel ;  that  the  Argument  was  adduced  that  the 
da  People  who  had  not  Grud  were  less  affected  wan  those  who  had.  "  Another. 
Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  with  Documents  in  his  Hands  to  which  he 
referred  in  proof  of  his  Assertions,  urged  on  the  Board  the  appalling  Fact  that 
Thirty  Persons  had  died  in  the  Workhouse  in  Nine  Months  out  of  an  Average 
of  Ninety-four  Inmates. 

Was  that  the  Fact;  to  yoiur  Knowledge,  that  Thirty  Persons  had  died  in 
Nine  Months  ? 

I  know  they  were  entered  in  the  Obituary  as  having  died  ;  and  perhi^  it 
will  simplify  the  Thing  if  I  say,  that  the  Guardian  who  took  those  Documents 
to  the  Board,  and  urged  them  upon  the  Board,  was  myself.  As  a  Member  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  I  went  on  to  show  "  that  in  the  same  House,  on  the  old 
Dietary,  only  Nine  Persons  had  died  in  the  Parochial  Year  aiding  March  1836, 
and  the  same  Number  in  the  previous  Year,  out  of  an  Average  of  more  than 
Sixty-six  Residents.'*  The  Average  was  higher  than  that ;  it  was,  I  think. 
Seventy-two.  "  He  further  insisted  on  the  strong  Probability  afforded  by  the 
rapid  Progress  of  the  Disease  during  the  previous  Fortnight,  that  it  would 
soon  acquire  all  its  former  Virulence.*' 

What  do  you  mean  by  "  its  former  Virulence**  ? 

It  had  been  much  worse ;  but  while  this  Fluctuation  was  going  on  there 
were  Thirty  Persons  had  died  without  any  Notice  having  been  taken  of  it  in 
the  Visiting  Book  but  such  as  have  been  read. 

Still  you  have  not  shown  any  Recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  that  the 
Gruel  should  be  discontinued;  you  have  shown  that  Mr.  Ruddock  recom- 
mended the  Substitution  of  Rice  and  Milk  for  Bread  and  Cheese,  and  that 
Mr.  Ruddock  did  in  addition  propose  to  substitute  Milk  for  Breakfast  in  lieu 
of  Gruel,  but  that  that  was  not  done  in  consequence  of  any  Request  made  by 
the  Medical  Officer  ? 

That  is  a  Part  of  the  Evidence.  It  proceeds  thus :  **  Under  these  alarming 
Circumstances  the  Visiting  Committee  requested  the  Medical  Officer  to  attend 
them  at  tlie  Workhouse,  when  that  Gentleman  again  strongly  urged  the 
Necessity  of  making  an  Alteration  in  the  Diet  He  proposed  that  Gruel  should 
be  no  longer  administered.** 

Do  you  know  that  he  had  urged  that  before  ? 
He  said  he  had  repeatedly. 

Did  you  hear  the  Medical  Officer  state  to  the  Visiting  Committee  that  the 
Gruel  ought  to  be  discontinued  and  MUk  substituted  ? 
Most  certainly. 

Did  he  also  order  Rice  and  Milk  as  a  Substitute  for  Bread  and  Cheese  ? 
He  also  recommended  that. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.       Did  the  Boftrd  agree  to  bis  Proposition  ? 
— Certainly  not  that  Week. 

What  Week  was  that  ? 
On  the  14th  of  April. 

Is  there  any  Entry  upon  that  Subject  ? 

I  cannot  speak  from  Memory ;  I  think  there  was  not  any  Entry  j  I  think  the 
Course  taken  by  the  Chairman  prevented  any  Entry. 

What  was  that  Course  ? 

The  Chairman  was  Mr.  Wany ;  and  what  I  have  written  is  this :  "  So  far. 
were  these  Statements  from  effecting  any  Amelioration  in  the  Condition  of  the 
unfortunate  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse,  that  the  Recommendation  of  the  Surgeon 
was  not  even  put  to  the  Meeting,  or  any  Communication  made  to  him  on  the 
Subject.  The  Matter  was  not  only  passed  by,  as  being  altogether  unworthy  of 
Notice,  but  it  was  said  that  the  Medical  Man  had  gone  out  of  his  Course  in 
making  such  a  Recommendation ;  that  although  it  was  competent  for  him  to 
prescribe  Diet  for  the  sick  he  could  not  be  permitted  to  make  Exp^iments  on 
the  Diet  of  those  who  were  not  actually  on  his  List ;  that  the  Dietary  was  an 
important  Part  of  the  Regulations  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  that 
the  Board  might  as  well  talk  of  altering  the  Poor  Law  altogether  as  of  making 
any  Alteration  in  the  Dietary." 

Are  you  sure  that  he  said  this  ? 

I  am  as  certain  of  it  as  of  any  thing  I  ever  knew  in  my  Life. 

Upon  your  Oath  you  state  that  you  were  present,  and  he  said  this  ? 

Yes  ;  and  I  must  beg  to  say  that  as  there  can  be  no  Doubt  of  Mr.  Ruddock's 
Entry  there  can  be  no  Doubt  also  of  the  Visiting  Committee  making  this 
Representation  to  the  Board ;  and  as  there  is  not  the  slightest  Notice  taken 
in  file  Minute  Book  of  such  a  Resolution  being  proposed,  or  its  being  noticed 
as  Matter  of  Business  in  any  Way,  I  presume  that  is  Evidence  that  Sie  Board 
of  Guardians  refused  to  interfere. 

Was  there  a  Resolution  moved  upon  the  Subiect  ? 

Mr.  Ruddock  stood  up  and  made  some  Observations  upon  the  Sulgect, 
when  Mr.  Warry  said  that  such  a  Resolution  could  not  be  put  from  the  Chair, 

Was  there  a  Resolution,  regularly  moved  and  seconded,  put  into  the  Hands 
of  the  Chairman? 

No  ;  there  was  no  Resolution  drawn  up.  The  Chairman  said  that  they  sat 
there  to  administer  the  Poor  Law  Act,  and  that  the  Dietary  was  an  important 
Part  of  the  System. 

How  came  you  with  your  Feelings  not  to  propose  a  Resolution  ? 
Whether  right  or  wrong,  I  have  already  stated  that  I  took  my  Seat  with  a 
Determination  not  to  propose  any  Resolution. 

Did  vou  take  down  the  Words  of  the  Chairman  at  the  Time,  or  sub- 
sequenUy  ? 

I  took  them  down  while  they  were  fresh  in  my  Recollection ;  I  made  a 
Memorandum  at  the  same  Time,  and  on  going  Home  I  wrote  them  out  withm 
an  Hour. 

Mr.  Ruddock  and  the  other  Gentlemen  on  the  Visiting  Committee  were 
not  bound  by  what  you  conceived  prevented  your  moving  a  Resolution  ;  why 
did  not  they  propose  a  Resolution  to  that  Effect  ? 

I  cannot  answer  for  their  Reason.  If  I  had  been  in  their  Situation  I  should 
have  moved  such  a  Resolution  if  I  had  stood  alone. 

In  point  of  fact  no  such  Resolution  was  moved  and  seconded  ? 

There  was  no  Resolution  submitted  to  the  Vote.  The  Visitor  for  the  Day, 
Mr.  Ruddock,  got  up  and  told  his  own  Story  very  moderately ;  and  then  I 
followed  him,  and  took  the  Death  Book  in  my  Hand  and  the  old  Book  con- 
taining the  Number  of  Deaths  in  the  old  Workhouse,  and  contrasted  it  with 
those  in  the  present,  and  called  the  Attention  of  the  Board  to  the  Subject 

Was  it  after  that  that  Mr.  Warry  the  Chairman  said  what  you  have  stated? 
Yes ;  "  that  the  Medical  Man  bad  gone  out  of  his  Course  in  making  such  a 
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Recommendation  ;  that  although  it  was  competent  for  him  to  prescribe  Diet  for    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

the  sick  he  could  not  be  permitted  to  make  Experiments  on  the  Diet  of  those      — = 

who  were  not  actually  on  his  List** 

Did  that,  in  your  Opinion,  discourage  the  Guardians  who  were  disposed  to 
ii](ake  a  Motion  from  making  one  ? 

Certainly;  there  appeared  to  be  a  strong  Feeling,  but  the  Matter  was 
stopped  for  that  Day. 

Was  there  much  Discussion  about  it  on  that  Day  ? 
No  J  not  much  Discussion. 

Did  not  any  of  those  Gentlemen  who  thought  it  important  the  Alteration 
should  be  made  urge  it  ? 

It  was  impossible  for  them  to  urge  it  more  strongly  than  they  did.  Mr.  Warry 
is  a  Barrister,  and  was  referred  to  by  the  Farmers  as  the  I^w  Oracle  upon 
the  Occasion.  If  any  Country  Gentleman  had  been  in  the  Chair  who  would 
have  carried  the  Law  into  execution,  without  pretending  to  be  extremely  well 
versed  in  the  Technicalities  of  it,  I  have  no  Doubt  such  a  Resolution  would  have 
been  put  and  carried. 

The  Resolution  was  not  moved  ? 
No ;  but  it  was  mentioned. 

Looking  back  to  that  Transaction,  are  vou  of  opinion  that  the  Visiting 
Committee,  having  this  Impression  upon  their  Minds  with  respect  to  the 
Necessity  of  altering  the  Diet,  did  their  Duty  in  not  proposing  that  Alteratio^ 
to  the  Board? 

In  speaking  of  the  Visiting  Committee  of  Gentlemen,  with  some  of  whom 
I  have  passed  a  large  Portion  of  my  Life,  and  for  whom  I  have  great  Respect, 
I  must  say  that  I  think  they  did  not  act  with  that  Firmness  and  Resolution 
which  they  ought  to  have  done*  And  I  will  state,  if  your  Lordships  please,  how 
I  expressed  my  own  Opinions  upon  the  Subject. 

On  the  21st  of  April  you  attended  —  the  next  Board  ? 

I  attended  the  Workhouse  Two  or  Three  Times  in  the  course  of  the  Week  j 
and,  the  State  of  it  was  such  as  I  cannot  describe,  more  offensive  than  can  be 
conceived. 

It  was  such  as  you  have  represented  in  your  Pamphlet? 

Yes.  There  are  on  your  Lordships  Table  Returns  of  the  Cases  of  Diarrhoea 
and  Bowel  Affection  in  the  House  and  out  of  the  House.  If  your  Lordships 
will  refer  to  Pages  3,  4,  and  5  of  the  Return  before  the  Committee, 
the  Facts  will  appear  that  out  of  the  House  the  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  amounted 
only  to  Two  among  Fifly-4iine  who  were  on  the  Sick  List ;  thus  there  were  only 
Two  poor  Persons  under  the  Care  of  the  Surgeon  affected  with  Diarrhoea  among 
649  Uut4)auper8.  In  the  House  there  were  Ninety-six  Persons,  and  Twenty 
pf  them  were  affected  with  Diarrhoea  and  Bowel  Complaint  in  a  most  violent 
D^ree.  I  inquired  of  the  Medical  Man  what  he  meant  by  Bowel  Complaint, 
and  he  said  they  were  compound  Cases,  where  the  Bowels  were  in  a  State  of 
Ulceraticm. 

On  the  Slst  of  April  you  say  you  attended  the  Board,  and  that,  having  visited 
the  House  in  the  meantime,  Two  or  Three  Times,  you  took  upon  you  to 
rq>resent  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  to  the  Board  again  ? 

Were  the  Wards  inffl>ected  by  anybody  else  in  the  meantime  ? 
Not  to  my  Knowlec^e. 

You  say  in  your  Pamphlet,  "  The  Wards  were  however  inspected  by  an* 
other  Person,  and  the  distressing  Condition  of  the  Inmates  reported  to  the 
Committee  by  the  Visitor  j'*  who  is  that  Person  ? 

Myself. 

You  reported  their  State  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes ;  on  the  21st. 

You  did  not  report  any  thing  between  the  14th  and  the  Slst  ? 
I  had  no  Opportunity. 
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My.  John  Bowen.       Did  you  urge  thiem  upon  that  Occasion  to  make  some  more  urgent  Rep^^ 

" sentatipn  to  the  Board  upon  the  Subject  ? 

I  did.     I  have  the  Statement  here  that  I  wrote  out  at  the  Time. 

You  reported  this  to  the  Committee,  and  urged  them^  to  make  a  more  impor- 
tunate Representation  to  the  Board  ? 

Yes.  On  my  going  to  the  House  on  the  21st  of  April  I  found  one  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  there  who  declined  going  round  the  House* 

Who  was  that  ? 

Mr.  William  Pitman  Kitig. 

Why  did  he  decline  goin^  round  the  House  ? 

From  the  dreadfiil  Condition  of  the  House.  He  said  he  would  not  go  round 
the  House  for  50/. 

From  its  being  contagious  ? 

Yes ;  and  its  being  more  dreadfully  offensive  than  can  be  conceived. 

Did  they  agree  to  make  another  Representation  to  the  Board  of  Guardians? 

They  did,  on  my  declaring  that  I  would  instantly  withdraw  from  the  Com- 
mittee if  they  did  not,  as  I  should  consider  my  continuing  longer  in  it  under  those 
Circumstances  would  be  becoming  accessary  to  Murder. 

Did  the  Surgeon  attend  the  Board  of  Guardians  by  Direction  of  the  Com. 
mittee? 
He  did. 

Was  there  any  Resolution  passed  upon  that  Occasion,  or  Motion  made  ? 

It  is  very  important  to  understand  what  took  place  upon  that  Occasion.  The 
Visitor  of  the  Day  made  his  Representation  on  the  State  of  the  House,  and  the 
Medical  Attendant  was  directea  to  attend.  He  stated  that  the  Paupers  above 
Sixty  who  were  allowed  Tea  and  Sugar  did  not  suffer  from  Diarrhoea  as  much 
as  those  who  were  dieted  on  Gruel,  and  |therefore  he  felt  justified  in  recom- 
mending on  his  own  Experience  that  the  Gruel  should  be  discontinued  and  Rice 
and  Milk  substituted.  The  Chairman,  Mr.  Warry,  was  not  present  oft  that  Day, 
and  the  Vice  Chairman  acted. 

Who  is  he  ? 

The  Reverend  Samuel  Starkie.  He  said  that  the  better  Way  was  to  consider 
the  whole  of  the  Persons  in  the  House  ill ;  all  the  Inmates  in  such  a  State  as 
would  justify  the  Board  acting  upon  the  Recommendation  of  the  Surgeon 
treating  the  whole  of  them  as  sick. 

By  way  of  Precaution  ? 

Yes ;  not  to  break  in  upon  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  Letter  of  the  Act, 
which  was  a  reasonable  Course  of  proceeding,  and  was  adopted. 

Therefore  there  was  no  Resolution  moved,  inasmuch  as  the  Board  of 
Guardians  were  willing  to  do  what  the  Medical  OflScer  desired  ? 

Yes }  the  Board  of  Guardians  acted  on  that ;  considered  it  a  Mode  of  evading 
the  Regulations  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

That  was  the  first  Case  in  which  there  was  an  Order  for  a  Change  of  Diet 
made? 

"Yes.  In  consequence  of  that  Recommendation  an  Entry  was  made,  which  I 
will  read:  "On  reading  the  Minutes  on  the  Bridgwater  Visitors  Book  it 
appeared  that  Diarrhoea  still  prevailed  in  the  House,  and  that  the  Inmates  were 
not  generally  healthy.  It  was  thereupon  moved  by  Mr.  William  Pitman  King, 
and  seconded  by  the  Reverend  Noblett  Ruddock,  that  the  Medical  Officer  be 
requested  to  attend  the  Board  for  the  Purpose  of  giving  Information  as  to  the 
State  of  the  Health  of  the  Paupers  relative  to  the  Minute  above  stated.  Mr.  Abra- 
ham King,  Medical  Officer,  was  thereupon  sent  for,  who  soon  after  attended  the 
Boardj  and  confirmed  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  and  stated  that  the 
Paupers  above  Sixty  who  were  allowed  Tea  and  Sugar  did  not  suffer  from 
Diarrhoea  as  much  as  those  who  were  dieted  on  Gruel,  and  recommended  that 
for  the  present  Rice  be  substituted  for  Gruel,  which  the  Board  agreed  to. 

Was  there  any  reference  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  that  Subject? 
No,  not  then ;  there  was  some  Time  after  that. 

Do  you  know  what  was  the  Effect  of  that  Change  of  Diet  ? 
I  attended  the  House  frequently  during  the  Week,  and  found  a  greater 
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Improvement   in   the  Health   of  the  People  than  I  could   have   supposed    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
possible.  

Was  a  Change  made  with  respect  to  the  Bread  and  Cheese  ? 
For  Bread  and  Cheese  at  Dinner  Rice  and  Milk  were  substituted  for  Two 
Days  in  the  Week,  and  the  Gruel  was  entirely  done  away. 

Did  the  Diarrhoea  cease  ? 

April  the  26th,  the  next  Week,  in  answer  to  the  Question,  "  Is  the  Estab- 
lishment Dietary  duly  observed?**  the  Answer  is,  *<Milk  has  been  substituted 
in  lieu  of  Gruel  for  Breakfast,  and  Rice  for  Bread  and  Cheese  for  Dinner 
Two  Days  in  the  Week,  by  Order  of  the  Medical  Officer/'  "  Are  the  Inmates 
generally  healthy  ?  —  The  Inmates  are  not  generally  healthy,  but  there  is  a 

Beat  Improvement  since  the  last  Report,  occasioned  b^  the  Change  of  Diet ; 
iarrhoea  has  decreased  from  Eighteen  to  Three  Cases  smce  the  last  Report.** 

Who  has  signed  that  ? 

That  is  signed  by  the  Visitor  of  the  Day,  William  Pitman  King,  the  Gentle- 
man who  declined  to  go  round  the  House. 

Was  that  Dietary  afterwards  changed  back  ag^n  to  Gruel  ? 
No ;  Gruel  has  never  been  introduced  since. 

Have  the  Poor  since  been  tolerably  healthy  so  far  as  you  have  understood  ? 
Diarrhoea  has  not  prevailed  since,  but  there  have  been  other  Diseases  which 
may  require  your  Lordships  Notice. 

Did  you  ever  press  upon  the  Board  of  Guardians,  when  Mr.  Warry  stated 
that  they  might  as  well  make  any  other  Alteration  in  the  Law  as  meddle  with 
the  Dietary,  to  refer  to  the  Board  of  Commissioners  in  London  to  see  how  far 
under  the  Circumstances  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  alter  the  Dietary  ? 

I  did  nothing  more  than  I  have  before  stated.  I  took  the  Labour  of  the 
Thing ;  I  brought  before  the  Board  the  Deaths  from  the  first  Establishment  of 
the  Union,  and  the  Deatlis  under  the  old  System  for' several  Years.  I  stated 
that  I  could  not  conceive  there  could  be  any  Reason  for  more  Deaths  among 
the  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse  under  the  new  System  than  under  the  old,  unless 
such  as  were  connected  with  the  Diet  or  with  the  internal  Management. 

.    You  say  no  Resolutions  were  put  with  respect  to  the  Diet ;  that  such  was 

Erevented  by  Mr.  Warry's  stating  that  they  were  not  competent  to  alter  the 
)ietary ;  did  you  ever  press  upon  him  the  Necessity  of  an  Application  to  the 
Poor  iaw  Commissioners,  to  see  whether  they  would  not  allow  an  Alteration, 
if  the  Board  did  not  feel  themselves  competent  to  make  it? 

I  did  not  do  that ;  I  did  not  go  beyond  what  I  have  stated.  The  Business 
closed  with  Mn  Warry's  Declaration.  I  was  determined  never  to  attend  the 
Committee  but  once  more,  unless  I  could  effect  an  Alteration ;  and,  as  has  been 
shown,  the  next  Week  it  was  effected. 

You  say  more  died  under  the  new  System  than  under  the  old ;  were  not  the 
Months  of  January,  February,  and  March  1837  a  Period  of  very  universal  Sick- 
ness in  that  Neighbourhood  as  well  as  others  ? 

There  was  a  good  deal  of  Influenza  at  that  Season  of  tlie  Year,  and  perhaps 
the  Season  was  unusually  unhealthy,  but  Diarrhoea  was  not  a  prevalent  Com-  ■ 
plaint.    The  Number  of  Deaths  out  of  the  Workhouse  that  Year  was  not  greater 
than  the  average  Number  for  the  last  Three  Years,  1834,  1835,  and  1836. 

You  say  that  the  Number  of  Deaths  in  1837  was  not  greater  than  the 
average  Number  of  Deaths  in  the  preceding  Years,  1834,  1835,  and  1836 ; 
can  you  tell  whether  the  Deaths  in  the  Months  of  January,  February,  and 
March  of  1837  were  not  more  than  tlie  average  Number  of  Deaths  in  those 
Months  the  preceding  Year  ? 

I  cannot  I  have  a  Paper  before  me,  and  I  ought  not  to  venture  Informa- 
tion  without  reference  to  it.  I  beg  to  say,  in  putting  these  Figures  before 
the  Committee,  I  have  never  looked  out  for  One  Figure  or  One  Month  that 
would  suit  my  own  View  of  the  Case.  The  Paper  does  not  contain  the  particular 
Months,  but  I  can  state  that  which  will  be  more  satisfectory.  1  have  an 
Extract  from  the  Parish  Register  of  Bridgwater  showing  the  Number  of 
Burials  in  the  Parbh  of  Bridgwater  for  some  Years,  In  the  Year  1833  there 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.  -were  179  Persons  died  ;  in  1834  there  were  144  died  ;  in  1835, 113 ;  in  1836, 

172  ;  in  1837,  181.     The  Number  of  Burials  from  the  1st  of  October  1833  to 

the  30th  of  April  1834  was  132 ;  from  the  1st  of  October  1834  to  the  30th  of 
April  1835,  Seventy-four  j  from  the  1st  of  October  1835  to  the  30th  rf  April 
1836,  Seventy-two  J  from  the  1st  of  October  1836  to  the  30th  of  April  1837, 
116.  The  Numbers  for  the  Three  first  Years  amount  to  278";  deducting  the 
Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  in  these  Three  Years,  which  were  Seventeen,  there 
are  left  261.  The  Average  each  Year  would  be  Eighty-seven.  Then  deducting 
the  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  the  last  Year,  which  were  Twenty-seven,  from  the 
Number  in  tlie  whole  Parish,  which  was  116,  leaves  Eighty-nine  ;  being  only 
Two  Deaths  more  than  the  Average  of  the  preceding  Three  Years. 

Can  you  state  whether  the  Number  of  Deaths  for  the  Months  of  Januaiy, 
February,  and  March  1837  was  greater  than  the  average  Number  of  Deaths  for 
the  corresponding  Months  in  the  preceding  Years  ? 

I  cannot  answer  that ;  I  did  not  feel  myself  justified  in  picking  out  those 
particular  Months ;  I  took  the  Period  throughout  which  the  Ravages  of  the 
Diarrhoea  extended,  from  the  1st  of  October  to  the  30th  of  April. 

You  state  that  the  Number  of  Deaths  was  greater  than  those  in  the  old 
Workhouse,  having  been  Nine  on  Seventy  Persons,  and  that  lately  there  had 
been  Thirty-nine  on  the  Average  of  Ninety-four  ? 

That  is  so. 

Is  it  fair  to  take  the  average  Number  of  Inmates  in  the  Workhouse,  and 
not  the  whole  Number  of  Persons  from  whom  the  Deaths  are  to  occur  ? 

If  you  could  get  at  the  whole  Number  in  both  Cases  it  would  be  fair  to  take 
them  ;  but  I  cannot  get  the  whole  Number  of  Persons  that  were  in  the  Work- 
house for  the  whole  Period  in  either  Case. 

Have  you  drawn  any  Inference  at  all  from  the  Average  ? 
Certainly. 

Supposmg  there  was  no  great  Change  of  the  Inmates  in  the  old  Workhouse, 
but  the  Average  was  Seventy,  would  not  there  be  a  much  smaller  Number  than 
if  there  had  been  a  frequent  Change,  the  Average  continuing  the  same? 

It  might  be  so  to  a  small  Extent. 

You  say  there  were  Nine  died  on  an  Average,  and  Thirty  under  the  new 
System ;  supposing  Five  had  died  every  Week  in  the  Twelvemonth,  and  Rve 
had  come  in  every  Week  during  the  Twelvemonth,  the  Average  would  have 
been  the  same,  would  it  not  ? 

No,  I  conceive  not. 

Supposing  Five  had  died  and  Five  had  come  in  every  Week,  would  not  the 
Average  have  been  precisely  the  same  ? 
Certainly  it  woula. 

Then  if  Five  had  died  every  Week,  would  there  not  have  died  260  in  the 
course  of  the  Year  ? 
Yes. 

Then  when  you  made  that  Statement  with  respect  to  the  Deaths,  as  com- 
pared with  the  Number  of  Persons  who  had  died,  would  you  say  that  260  Per- 
sons had  died  out  of  Ninety  ? 

No,  certainly  not. 

Does  not  it  appear  that  it  is  unfair  to  compare  the  Number  of  Deaths  with 
the  average  Number  of  Persons  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  think  not.  I  stated  that  in  the  one  Case  there  were  Nine  Persons  died  on 
an  Average  of  Seventy  Persons,  and  on  the  other  there  were  Thirty  died  on  an 
Average  of  Ninety;  if  the  whole  Number  in  both  Cases  were  to  be  reckoned 
on,  that  becomes  a  Matter  of  Figures,  and  may  be  taken  out. 

Is  it  not  necessary  that  the  whole  Number  of  Persons  from  whom  those  Per- 
sons died  should  be  taken  to  ascertain  at  all  what  was  the  Proportion  of 
Deaths  ? 

No,  unless  you  want  to  ascertain  it  to  a  Fraction. 
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Suppose  in  the  one  Case  the  Change  was  less^  that  under  the  old  System  the    Mr.  John  Bmen. 
Average  was  Seventy,  and  they  had  been  precisely  the  same  Persons  without      — — — — 
changing,  and  that   under   the   new  System   the  Change   was   considerable, 
some   going   out   and  some   coming  in  ;   would  that  aiford  any  Ground  of 
Comparison  ? 

Not  without  taking  all  the  Elements  into  consideration* 

Does  it  form  any  Ground  whatever  ? 
Certainly  it  does,  in  my  Opinion. 

In  your  Pamphlet,  at  Page  37,  it  is  stated  that  in  Bridgwater  Workhouse  the 
average  Number  of  Inmates  was  Ninety-four,  being  41tV  per  Cent. ;  do 
you  mean  to  state  by  that,  that  41tV  died  out  of  every  100  Persons  ? 

No ;  but  that  Thirty-nine  died  out  of  an  Average  of  Ninety-four,  which 
would  have  been  at  the  Rate  of  41iV  if  there  had  been  100  rersons  in  the 
House. 

Did  you  not  know  that  there  were  more  than  100  Persons  in  the  House 
during  the  Time  those  Thirty  Persons  died  ? 

Yes ;  there  had  been  more  than  100  Persons  in  the  House  in  the  course  of 
the  Year.  I  cannot  run  through  these  Rgures  without  having  a  little  Time. 
I  compare  the  Deaths  in  the  Bridgwater  Wprkhouse  with  the  average  Number 
of  Inmates ;  and  I  compare  the  Deaths  of  Prisoners  in  the  Hulks  on  a  fair 
Averi^e  of  the  Persons  there  as  given  by  the  Superintendent ;  and  the  same 
as  to  Hospitals,  Dep6ts,  and  so  on ;  the  Averages  are  taken  in  all  Cases.  I 
have  no  Means  of  ascertaining  how  many  Persons  pass  through  in  a  certain 
Number  of  Days. 

The  Question  is  not  as  to  the  Fairness  or  Unfeirness  of  the  Comparison  as  to 
Hospitals,  Dep6ts,  and  so  forth,  but  with  respect  to  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse ; 
you  have  taken  the  total  Number  of  Deaths  and  the  average  Number  of 
Inmates  ? 

Yes. 

Is  that  a  perfectly  fah:  Mode  of  meeting  the  Question  ? 
Perfectly.    I  have  stated  it  to  be  the  average  Number  of  Inmates  ;  if  it  were 
not  to  be  so  taken  it  would  be  a  Fraud. 

You  do  not  mean  to  be  understood  that  4tl^  died  out  of  every  100  who  had 
been  in  the  House  ? 
No. 

'    Do  you  know  that  from  the  Manner  in  which  it  has  been  stated,  it  has  been  so 
understood  ? 

No ;  I  should  have  thought  it  could  not  be ;  there  is  a  distinct  Statement  that 
Thirty-nine  had  died. 

That  is  41-rtr  per  Cent,  if  the  total  Number  of  Persons  out  of  which  those 
Deaths  occurred  had  amounted  to  more  than  100  ? 
Yes. 

Then  is  that  a  fair  Ground  of  Comparison  ? 
I  conceive  it  is. 

Should  vou  not  have  taken  the  total  Number  of  Deaths,  and  the  total 
Number  of  Persons  who  had  passed  through  the  House  ? 

I  might  have  made  a  Dozen  other  Calculations  in  different  Forms ;  but  that 
which  I  have  given  is  what  it  professes  to  be  —  on  the  Average. 

Does  it  give  any  Means  of  judging  of  the  Case  at  all  ? 
I  conceive  it  does. 

Supposing  that  Five  Persons  had  died  every  Week,  and  still  that  the  Average 
Number  of  Persons  had  continued  the  same,  how  would  you  have  stated  the 
Proposition? 

I  cannot  put  a  supposititious  Case  against  those  Facts. 

Suppose  Five  Persons  had  died  every  Week  in  the  Workhouse,  the  Average 
continuing  the  same,  how  would  you  have  made  that  Statement  in  the  Form  in 
which  you  have  made  this  Statement  ? 

I  should  not  have  made  it  in  that  Form. 
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Mr.  John  Bawen.        Then  how  could  you  have  compared  the  Deaths  with  the  Number  of  Persons? 
I  could  not  have  done  it  in  that  Form,  certainly. 

Does  not  that  prove  that  it  is  an  unfair  Way  of  meeting  the  Case,  to  take  the 
total  Number  of  Deaths  with  the  average  Number  of  Persons  ? 
No ;  not  if  I  state  that  it  is  the  average  Number  of  Persons. 

Can  any  Man  draw  an  Inference  from  the  Circumstance  of  taking  the  average 
Number  of  Persons  and  the  total  Number  of  Deaths  ? 

I  conceive  so ;  the  one  for  the  Deaths  on  the  old  System  was  taken  from  the 
declared  average  Number  of  Inmates. 

That  is  drawing  a  Comparison  between  the  old  System  and  the  new ;  but  is 
that  Comparison  rair,  supposing  that  in  the  old  System,  where  in  the  average 
Number  of  Seventy  Persons  in  the  Workhouse  Nine  died,  those  Seventy  re- 
mained the  same  all  the  Year  round ;  while  in  the  other  Case,  not  only  the 
Persons  who  died  were  replaced,  but  there  were  continually  fresh  Persons 
coming  in,  though  the  Average  continued  the  same ;  would  not  the  one  be  the 
Case  of  Nine  Persons  dying  out  of  Seventy,  while  in  the  other  it  was  Thirty 
dying  out  of  190  or  200  ? 

Presuming  the  Facts  to  be  as  your  Lordship  has  stated  them,  that  would  be 
the  Result. 

But  you  have  stated  the  Facts  as  they  appear  to  you ;  from  the  Average,  not 
the  actual  Number  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  ascertained  how  many  Deaths  there  were  from  the  Beginnmg  of 
the  Diarrhoea  to  the  End  of  it  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

There  are  only  Ten  Cases  entered  as  dying  directly  of  Diarrhoea,  but  there 
are  a  Number  of  Cases  entered  as  having  died  of  Measles  and  other  Disorders 
where  they  were  Persons  previously  afflicted  with  Diarrhoea. 

Do  you  know  that  from  your  own  Knowledge  ? 

I  collected  it  from  the  Medical  Attendant,  the  Matron  and  the  Governor  of 
the  Workhouse ;  but  I  would  likewise  observe  that  other  Persons  not  in  that 
List  died  of  Diarrhoea  whose  Deaths  are  ascribed  to  other  Causes. 

How  do  you  know  that? 

There  are  Three  Persons,  whose  Cases  I  will  read :  James  Pocock,  Mary  Tucker, 
and  Henry  Perry.  They  are  entered  as  having  died  of  Debility,  old  Age.  Now 
I  knew,  when  I  saw  this  Entry,  those  Persons  had  been  labouring  under  very 
severe  Diarrhoea,  and  I  called  at  the  Workhouse  to  inquire  what  was  their 
State  previous  to  their  Death.  The  Matron's  Account  was  to  the  following 
Effect,  and  fully  borne  out  by  others  ;  I  took  this  at  the  Time  from  the  Matron : 
**  Mr.  Ward  said,  for  some  Time,  that  there  was  no  such  Thing  as  Diarrhoea  in 
the  House ;  then  he  said  they  were  all  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  returned,  and  that  he 
would  send  me  some  astringent  Powders,  of  which  I  was  to  give  Two  or  Three 
a  Day,  as  Occasion  required  ;  I  did  do  so,  until  Mr.  Ward  told  me  not  to  give 
any  more,  as  the  Powders  had  lost  their  Effect,  and  that  he  would  send  some- 
thmg  else.     After  that  he  sent  some  Draughts,  which  I  gave  occasionally." 

Have  you  not  stated  somewhere  that  Fifty  odd  died  in  the  Workhouse  of 
Diarrhoea  ? 

Not  of  Diarrhoea ;  but  that  Fifty-four  Persons  had  died  in  the  Workhouse* 

In  how  long  a  Time? 

There  are  Fifty  Deaths  between  the  15th  July  and  the  22nd  June,  and  I 
believe  up  to  July  there  were  Four  more. 

You  do  not  know  of  what  Diseases  those  Persons  died  ? 
The  Books  will  show  that 

Those  Persons  all  died  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

Those  Persons  died  in  the  Two  Workhouses,  Petherton  and  Bridgwater 
Workhouses. 

There  is  an  Entry  of  the  Number  of  Deaths  which  took  place  during  that 
Time  of  Fifty ;  supposing  the  Average  in  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time  was 
upwards  of  Ninety,  should  you  say  that  was  more  than  Fifty  per  Cent.? 

More  than  Fifty  per  Cent,  upon  the  Average. 
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Suppose  the  total  Number  of  Persons  admitted  into  the  Workhouse  to  be    Mr.JohnBowen. 

385,  would  it  not  be  incorrect  to  state  the  Proportion  per  Cent,  of  that  Number = 

ofFift)ruponthe385? 

No,  it  would  not ;  for  this  Reason,  that  Persons  might  have  passed  through 
the  Workhouse,  out  of  those  385,  who  were  not  long  resident  there,  and  who, 
though  they  increased  the  Number  of  Persons,  would  not  increase  the  Number 
of  Deaths  in  an  equal  Proportion. 

If  a  Person  had  passed  through  the  Workhouse  only  Two  Days,  and  had 
died  during  those  Two  Days,  should  not  you  have  included  him  in  the  Number 
of  Deaths  ? 

Yes. 

Then  you  take  it  one  way  and  not  another  ? 
I  mean  that  it  would  not  be  Mr  so  to  take  it. 

Is  it  not  the  Fact,  that  you  take  it  on  the  Number  of  Deaths  ? 

I  put  certain  Statements  before  your  Lordships ;  I  do  not  profess  to  have 
made  them  up  in  a  Way  which  they  are  not  made  up  in ;  it  is  for  your  Lordships 
to  make  Allowances  for  the  Length  of  Time  those  Persons  had  been  in  the 
House. 

Do  you  not  infer  the  Existence  of  the  Fact,  from  the  Statement  in  your 
Pamphlet,  Page  28,  thBt4fl-i^  died  out  of  eveir  100? 

I  state  that  Thirty-nine  Persons  died  absolutely,  which  was  at  the  Rate  of 
41tV  on  the  average  Number  of  Inmates  j  those  are  the  Words  j  there  is  not 
the  smallest  Attempt  at  Deception  in  them. 

You  do  not  mean  that  it  should  be  understood  that  41tV  died  out  of  every 
100? 
Not  of  every  100  admitted,  but  out  of  the  average  Number  of  Inmates. 

You  will  feel  great  Regret  when  you  find,  from  the  Pamphlet  of  another 
Gentleman,  that  it  has  been  so  understood.  "I  have  seen  Mr.  Bowen's 
Statement  of  the  Result  of  the  Union  of  Bridgwater,  where  he  himself  is  a 
Guardian ;  by  that  it  appears  that  Forty-one  out  of  every  100  perished  per 
Annum ;  the  greater  Proportion  of  them  Children,'*  throwing  those  in  onp 
Scale? 

I  cannot  answer  for  other  Men's  Blunders. 

Do  you  not  regret  that  what  you  have  written  should  be  so  understood  ? 

No ;  not  more  than'  I  regret  other  Misunderstandings.  If  I  can  fix  your 
Lordships  Attention  on  the  enormous  Number  who  did.  die  it  is  of  very  little 
Importance  that  I  should  be  misunderstood  by  that  Gentleman.  I  had  rather 
not  be  misunderstood,  certainly. 

Can  your  Statement  fix  in  a  Person's  Mind  the  Proportion  of  the  Persons  who 
did  die? 

It  does  that  which  it  professes  to  do ;  it  gives  the  Average  of  the  Number  of 
Inmates. 

You  have  said  that  you  could  not  make  a  Comparison,  supposing  Five  had 
died  in  every  Week  ? 

The  Supposition  is  so  monstrous  I  cannot  enter  into  it.  I  do  not  mean  to 
use  the  Expression  with  the  smallest  Degree  of  Reflection  on  the  Use  of  it  j 
but  in  ordinary  Cases  such  a  Thing  could  never  occur. 

Suppose  it  did  occur,  how  would  you  draw  the  Comparison  between  the 
Number  in  the  House  and  the  Number  of  Deaths  which  occurred  ? 

I  do  not  know.  I  have  stated  the  Facts,  and  I  believe  I  have  stated  them 
correctly.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  I  have  stated  them  incorrectly,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  avail  myself  of  every  Means,  through  the  public  Press  or  otherwise,  of 
setting  myself  right. 

Will  you  take  the  pains  to  rectify  the  Mistake  made  by  the  Gentleman  whose 
Pamphlet  has  been  referred  to,  founded  upon  your  Statement? 

I  respectfully  submit  it  would  not  be  £ur  for  this  Committee  to  attempt  to  tie 

me  down  as  to  the  Statements  I  shall  make,  or  the  Course  I  shall  take.    With 

respect  to  the  Statement  before  your  Lordships,  I  pledge  myself  that  if  I  have 

made  any  Mistake  I  will  avail  myself  of  every  Means  of  setting  myself  right. 
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Mr.johnBowen.       Have  you  not  discovered  that  you  have  bo  stated  the  Facts  as  to  create  a 

^—       Mistake? 

I  think  that  I  have  stated  the  Facts  much  below  tlie  Mark,  and  that  if  they 
were  all  brought  out  they  would  enable  me  to  go  much  further  than  I  hare 
done. 

You  conceive,  speaking  upon  your  Oath,  that  you  have  understated  the  Facts 
which  have  come  within  your  Knowledge  ? 
Upon  my  Oath  I  believe  I  have  understated  every  Fact. 

Do  you  conceive  that  the  Facts  fully  justify  the  Conclusions  you  have 
drawn  ? 
I  do. 

With  respect  to  the  Persons  who  were  admitted  into  the  Workhouse ;  at  the 
Time  those  Persons  were  admitted  were  they  in  a  better  or  worse  State  of 
Health  than  they  were  afterwards  ? 

.  It  is  probable  that  there  w^ere  few  Persons  admitted  into  the  Workhouse  in 
such  a  District  as  Bridgwater  Union  who  were  not  in  a  certain  Degree 
impaired  in  Health. 

Did  a  considerable  Portion  of  those  among  whom  the  Deaths  occurred  con- 
sist  of  Children  and  young  Persons  ? 
Yes,  certainly. 

Was  there  a  larger  Proportion  in  the  one  Workhouse  than  in  the  other  ? 
I  should  conceive  about  the  same  Proportion.     I  am  not  prepared  to  state 
thatthere  was  any  Difference. 

Many  less  died  in  the  old  Workhouse  than  in  the  new  ? 
In  the  Proportion  I  have  stated. 

You  have  instituted  a  Comparison  between  those  who  died  in  the  Workhouse 
and  those  who  died  in  different  Hospitals  ;  how  do  you  find  from  that  Com- 
parison which  is  the  greatest  Number  of  Deaths  ? 

The  Number  of  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  is  so  vastly  out  of  Proportion  to 
that  other  Return. 

Will  you  mention  how  many  of  those  Cases  ? 

In  the  Return  of  the  General  Military  Hospital,  Fort  Pitt,  Invalid  Dep6t, 
there  were  20,720  Persons  treated  as  Patients.  Among  those  were  890  Deaths ; 
the  Rate  per  Cent,  appears  4-^. 

Yen  say  they  were  treated  as  Patients  ? 

I  cannot  go  out  of  that  Book  and  enter  into  Particulars. 

Do  you  know  that  they  were  so  treated  ? 

I  take  for  granted  that  there  is  no  Person  sent  to  a  Hospital  but  those  that  are 
sick. 

Do  you  know  that  those  are  the  whole  Number  of  Persons  sent  to  the 
Hospital  ? 

I  take  for  sn'anted  that  it  is  so.   I  take  those  Returns  as  I  find  them. 


o' 


Ttien  why  did  not  you  take  the  whole  Number  during  the  Period  passing 
through  the  Workhouse,  and  strike  the  Average  ? 

I  think  that  might  have  been  a  better  Mode  of  domg  the  Thing. 

You  refer  to  the  Deaths  of  Three  old  Persons,  which  you  say  are  not  entered ; 
who  was  in  fault  there,  the  Master  or  the  Surgeon  ? 

The  Surgeon.  1  only  produce  those  Instances  to  show  that  there  is  no 
Confidence  to  be  placed  in  that  Book. 

You  think  beyond  those  Ten  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  there  were  Three  more  that 
ought  to  have  been  classed  under  Deaths  by  Diarrhoea  ? 

1  think  there  were  upwards  of  Twenty  more.  In  the  List  in  which  the  Ten 
Cases  are  there  are  a  certain  Number  of  other  Cases  which  I  refer  to  Diarrhoea. 
Those  Three  Persons  in  this  List  I  conceive  ought  clearly  to  be  included  in 
the  Report  j  and  I  have  stated  that  this  List,  awnil  as  it  is,  does  not  include 
the  Whole. 

What 
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What  Number  of  Deaths  does  that  List  include  ?                                                mt.  John  Bowen. 
It  includes,  I  think,  Twenty-seven  Persons.  — ~ 

In  how  long  a  Time  ? 

It  appears  by  the  Obituary  that  those  Persons  died  between  September 
1836  and  May  1837. 

During  the  Time  you  were  attending  the  House  as  Guardian  was  it  believed 
by  the  Medical  Men  and  hy  yourself  that  the  Disorder  was  infectious? 
It  had  been  considered  lor  some  Time  infectious. 

During  that  Time  that  it  was  considered  infectious  were  there  any  fresh 
Persons  put  into  that  Workhouse  ? 
Regularly. 

Do  you  happen  to  know  of  your  own  Knowledge  whether  any  of  them 
died? 
No,  I  do  not,  indeed. 

Were  there  more  brought  in  ? 
Yes. 

Were  they  mixed  together,  living  in  the  same  Rooms  with  the  infected 
Persons  ? 

The  Bridgwater  Workhouse  is  an  old  ill-formed  Workhouse ;  there  were  no 
effective  Means  to  separate  them,  but  Attempts  were  made  to  separate  them  as 
well  as  it  could  be  accomplished. 

In  feet,  they  lived  together  ? 
Yes. 

You  do  not  know  of  your  own  Knowledge  whether  any  Person  sent  into  the 
Workhouse  in  this  Way  died  of  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  do  not  know  of  my  own  Knowledge. 

Have  you  heard  it  from  the  Report  of  the  Officers  in  the  Union  ? 
Yes ;  it  is  so  understood. 

Was  it  said  by  the  Officers  of  the  Union  that  some  of  the  Persons  newly 
brought  in  after  it  was  well  known  there  was  an  infectious  Disorder  prevailing 
there  died  ? 

There  is  no  Doubt  of  the  Fact ;  but  the  Officer  attending  the  House  can 
prove  that ;  I  am  not  in  a  Position  to  prove  it ;  the  Matron  and  Governor  can 
attest  it  , 

Was  it  ever  reported  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  that  tlie  Disorder  was 
infectious  ? 

It  was  a  Matter  of  common  Notoriety,  as  common  as  the  Coronation  of  the 
Queen  last  Week.  I  do  not  suppose  any  Person  would  report  it ;  the  Guardians 
would  not  venture  themselves  in  the  House. 

They  would  not  venture  themselves  in  the  House,  but  they  continued  to  send 
others? 
They  regularly  sent  others. 

Did  you  make  a  Representation  to  the  Board  of  their  sending  in  fre^  Poor 
after  it  was  considered  that  the  Disorder  was  infectious  ? 

I  came  into  Office  on  the  31st  of  March ;  on  the  14th  of  April  an  Attempt  to 
do  away  with  the  System  was  made,  and  on  the  21st  it  succeeded ;  in  the  short 
Space  of  Three  Weeks  therefore  after  I  came  into  Office  it  was  changed. 

Did  any  One  Guardian  make  anv  Representation  to  the  Board  that  they 
should  not  admit  fresh  Persons  into  the  House  on  account  of  Infection? 

There  is  a  Letter  on  the  Subject  by  an  excellent  Man  who  did  all  he  could  to 
carary  the  Poor  Law  into  execution.  I  desired  him  to  put  on  Paper  what  be 
did  at  that  Time,  and  he  says,  "  The  House  was  considered  infectious  for  a 
long  Time,  and  I  believe  none  of  the  Guardians  visited  the  Sick  Wards  for 
Two  or  Three  Months.^  The  Medical  Officer  assured  me  that  he  had  several 
Times  caught  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  Performance  of  his  Duty  there.  He  advised 
me  not  to  go  in  the  Bed  Rooms,  and  also  advised  the  Governor  and  Matron  to  go 
(151.25.)  5  Y  4  into 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    into  jthem  as  seldom  as  possible.  Still,  with  every  Precaution,  the  Governor's  Chil- 

""~"       dren  were  attacked  with  Diarrhoea,  and  he  himself  was  so  far  reduced  by  repeated 

Attacks  that  he  was  allowed  Leave  of  Absence  to  go  from  Bridgwater  for  some 
Time  for  the  Purpose  of  changing  the  Air.  Repeated  Attempts  were  made 
to  hire  Nurses  and  Workwomen,  without  Success  j  and  I  have  no  Doubt  that 
the  dangerous  State  of  the  House  deterred  Persons  from  undertaking  those 
Employments.  The  Number  of  Deaths  which  occurred,  and  the  generally 
unhealthy  State  of  the  Inmates,  were  so  alarming,  that  I  was  induced  to  apply 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  for  Information  on  the  usual  Mortality  of  the  House 
during  the  many  Years  that  he  had  the  Care  of  it  as  Assistant  Overseer.  This 
Information  I  obtained,  and  took  it  to  the  Board,  and  with  the  Death  Book 
in  my  Hand  contrasted  the  few  Deaths  under  the  old  System  with  the  awful 
Number  recorded  in  the  Obituary  of  the  Board.  I  implored  the  Guardians 
not  to  send  any  more  Paupers  into  the  House  while  so  dangerous  a  Disease 

Erevailed  there  ;  but  to  no  Purpose.  The  Reply  given  was,  that  the  Law  must 
e  carried  into  effect  as  far  as  possible ;  and  that  the  House  Would  hold  still 
more  according  to  the  Report  made  of  it  when  taken  for  the  Union.  I  was 
so  strongly  impressed  with  the  Danger  of  receiving  fresh  Inmates  that  1 
prevailed  on  some  who  were  ordered  in  the  Workhouse  to  keep  out  for  a  little 
while,  and  gave  them  Money  to  support  them  until  the  next  Board  Day.** 

After  that,  do  you  know  that  any  fresh  Inmates  were  sent  into  the  House? 
Regularly. 

After  that,  do  you    know  that    the    Gruel  was    continued,   and    laige 
Quantities  of  Oatmeal  purchased  for  the  Purpose  ? 
Yes. 

Will  you  refer  to  any  Document  which  will  inform  the  Committee  that  any 
Purchases  were  made  of  Gruel  ? 

Mr.  Baker's  Letter  does  not  give  the  Dates  of  his  Statement ;  but  the  Gruel 
was  regularly  used  up  to  the  21st  of  April. 

How  do  you  know  that  ?  From  what  Document  do  you  show  that  the  Gruel 
was  regularly  used  up  to  the  2 1  st  of  April  ? 

The  Fact  of  our  appljdng  on  the  14th  of  April  and  on  the  21st  to  get  the 
Use  of  Gruel  discontinued,  in  which  we  succeeded  on  the  21st ;  up  to  that 
Time  it  was  a  regular  Article  of  Diet. 

Have  you  any  Entries  showing  up  to  what  Time  the  Oatmeal  was  ordered 
in? 

Yes.  October  25th,  a  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal ;  November  1st,  Half 
a  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal.  I  will  take  Two  Entries,  the  one  from 
the  Visiting  or  Medical  Book,  showing  the  State  of  Health,  and  the  other 
the  ordering  of  the  Oatmeal.  **  1st  November.  There  is  still  much  Sickness.— 
ibt.  Half  a  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal  ordered*— 29th.  Still  much  Sick- 
ness. One  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal  ordered*— 13th  December.  Much 
Sickness  is  still  prevalent  in  the  House.  —  6th.  One  Hundred  Weight  of 
Oatmeal  ordered.  —  20th.  Half  a  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal  ordered.— 
27th.  One  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal  ordered.  —  3d  January  1 837.  The  In- 
mates again  unhealthy,  particularly  the  Children  who  have  had  the  Measles.  — 
10th.  One  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal  ordered.-^  31st.  Generally  unhealthy.— 
31st.  One  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal  ordered.  —  14th  February.  Generally 
unhealthy. — 14th.  One  Hundred  Weight  of  Oatmeal  ordered.*'  That  goes  on 
to  the  21st  of  April. 

Did  the  Medical  Man  ever  report  this  Complaint  to  the  Board  as  infectious? 
I  do  not  know  j  I  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Board  j  it  was  a  Matter  of  public 
Notoriety. 

You  say  the  Guardians  would  not  venture  into  the  Workhouse  j  di4  not  the 
Visiting  Committee  go  to  the  Workhouse  during  that  Period  ? 

Mr.  Baker  and  those  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  can  speak  to  their 
own  Knowledge  of  that  Fact  better  than  I  cai^. 

The  Board  of  Guardians  was  not  held  in  the  same  Place  as  the  Workhouse, 
was  it? 
No. 

Do 
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Do  you  know  that  the  Guardians  abstained  more  during  that  Period  from    Mr.  John  Bowen. 

visiting  the  Workhouse  than  they  did  at  former  Periods  ?  

I  cannot  know  that  from  my  own  Knowledge. 

When  you  say  that  the  Guardians  abstained  from  visiting  the  Workhouse  in 
consequence  of  its  being  notorious  that  this  Complaint  in  the  Workhouse  was 
infectious,  you  do  not  mean  to  say  that  they  abstamed  at  that  Time  more  than 
any  other  Time  ? 

Yes,  I  do.  Mr.  Baker  has  told  me,  and  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse 
told  me  so,  that  he  believed  that  for  more  than  Two  Months  they  kept  from 
the  House ;  but  I  have  no  personal  Knowledge  of  it. 

You  say  that  the  Medical  Man  did  not  report  that  it  was  infectious ;  are  you 
aware  that  on  the  6th  of  December  Mr,  King  did  report  that  it  would  be 
desirable  not  to  admit  Persons  above  the  Age  of  Sixty,  having  ulcerated  Legs, 
into  the  Workhouse  ? 

No  i  I  was  not  a  Guardian  at  that  Time. 

And  that  the  Board  was  of  opinion  that  the  Medical  Of&cer  should  be  con- 
sulted before  Admission  ? 
I  was  not  aware  of  that ;  I  was  not  a  Guardian  at  the  Time* 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw* 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  to  Monday  next»  Twelve 

o'Qock. 


/ 

/ 
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Die  Luncey  9^  JultiimS. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Evidence  on  the 

OperatioD  of  the 
.   Poor  Law  Anrend- 
ment  Acu 

Mr.  JOHN  BOWEN  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  follows :  ^^  jokTBomen 


YOU  stated  on  Friday  that  the  Proportion  of  Deaths  in  the  Parish  of  Bridg- 
water was  not  greater*  in  the  Year  1837  than  the  Average  of  the  Three 
preceding  Years  ? 

I  cannot  answer  that  precisely  without  referring  to  the  figures. 

Have  you  not  stated  that  there  was  not  a  greater  Number  in  the  Year  1837 
than  the  Average  of  the  Three  preceding  Years  ? 

Deducting  the  additional  Number  of  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  the  Im- 
pression upon  ray  Mind  is  so.  It  is  upon  the  Record  that  more  Persons  died 
on  the  Average  of  Three  Years ;  but  to  get  at  a  correct  Result  you  must 
in  both  Cases  deduct  the  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse,  for  if  the  additional 
Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  were  thrown  upon  the  Deaths  in  the  Parish  there 
would  be  a  great  many  more,  but  deducting  them  from  both  the  correct 
Result  will  be  found. 

In  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  before  the  Formation  of  the  Union,  there 
were  no  Persons  but  Parishioners  of  Bridgwater,  were  there  ? 
Certainly  not 

Since  the  Formation  of  the  Union  Persons  not  belonging  to  the  Parish  of 
Bridgwater  have  been  likewise  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
Certainly, 

You  omitted  in  the  Calculations  the  Persons  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

In  both  Cases  the  Persons  in  the  Workhouse  have  been  substracted  from  the 
whole  Number  of  Deaths,  and  the  Result  will  then  show  whether  the  Fatality 
out  of  the  Workhouse  in  that  Year  was  comparatively  greater  than  it  was  in 
the  other  Three  Years.  In  both  Cases  that  Deduction  is  made,  and  stands  so 
in  the  Answer. 

You  referred  on  Friday  to  a  List  of  Persons  who  had  died,  referred  to  in 
your  Pamphlet  at  Page  33,  represented  as  having  died  of  the  Measles,  but  you 
stated  that  they  were  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  j  upon  what  Authority  do  you  state 
that  they  were  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  state  that  on  the  Authority  of  the  Medical  Attendant,  the  Governor,  and 
the  Matron. 

Have  any  of  those  Cases  been  entered  in  the  Medical  OflScer's  Book  as  Cases 
of  Diarrhoea? 

I  have  not  traced  them ;  but  the  Words  in  the  Medical  Officer's  Letter,  I 
remember,  were  these :  **  Many  of  the  Children  were  affected  with  the  White 
Mouth,  the  Result  of  Irritation  of  the  Stomach  and  Bowels  j  in  this  Stale  they 
were  seized  with  Measles.**    The  Death  was  ascribed  to  the  Measles. 

What  is  the  Name  of  the  Medical  Man  ? 
Mr.  Abraham  King, 

You  have  not  examined  the  Medical  Book,  to  ascertain  whether  they  were 
considered  and  treated  as  Diarrhoea  Patients  or  not? 

I  did  not  at  that  Time ;  I  simply  examined  the  Death  Book,  and  applied  to 
the  Matron,  the  Governor,  and  the  Medical  Man  to  mark  such  Cases  on  the 
Death  Book  as  had  be^n  previously  afflicted  with  the  Diarrhoea,  and  my  State- 
inent  is  the  Result  of  such  Inquiry. 

(151.26.)  5  Z  2  You 

Digitized  by 


Google 


916      MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  BELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.J^km  Bowen.       You  attended  the  new  Board  of  Guardians  a  few  Times  ? 
-• Rfteen  or  Sixteen  Times. 

Is  there  not  a  Bye  Law  that  every  Motion  which  is  made  shall  be  put  down 
in  Writing,  and  handed  to  the  Chairman  ? 
I  believe  there  is. 

Was  that  the  Practice  while  you  attended  the  Board  ? 
I  think  tibat  was  the  general  Practice. 

Was  that  done  in  the  Case  you  alluded  to,  when  Mr.  Ruddock  moved  on 
the  14th  of  April  with  respect  to  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

Certainly  not ;  there  was  no  Resolution  put  on  Paper  j  there  was  no  Motion 
made. 

In  conformity  to  the  Bye  Law  that  ought  to  have  appeared  ? 
If  that  Gentleman  had  chosen  to  persevere  in  making  a  Motion  he  must  have 
conformed  to  Uie  Regulations  prescribed  by  the  Bye  Law. 

In  fact  such  a  Motion  could  not  be  put  by  the  Chairman  unless  the  Motion 
had  been  reduced  to  Writing  ? 
Not  according  to  the  Bye  Law. 

You  speak  of  the  Diarrhoea  wliich  there  was  in  the  House ;  can  you  state 
whether  there  was  any  Diarrhoea  out  of  the  House  at  that  Time  ? 

There  was  none  within  my  Knowledge ;  but  that  I  might  obtain  the  best 
Information  on  that  Point,  1  applied  to  the  principal  Medical  Men  in  Bridg- 
water, to  ascertain  how  the  Facts  stood  in  their  own  Practice.  I  applied  to 
them  likewise  on  another  Point  which  is  alluded  to  in  a  Communication  by 
Mr.Weale, — ^that  there  had  been  previously  Diseases  in  the  House.  I  considered 
it  of  so  much  Importance  to  lay  oefore  this  Committee  the  former  State  of  the 
Health  of  the  House,  and  the  State  of  Health  out  of  the  House  during  the 
Time  the  Diarrhcea  was  raging  there,  that  I  applied  to  the  Noble  Lord  in  the 
Chair,  to  know  whether  if  I  were  to  apply  to  Medical  Men  individually  for 
their  Affidavits  as  to  the  State  of  the  Health  of  the  People  in  both  Cases 
such  Affidavits  would  be  received  in  Evidence.  The  Noble  Lord  stated  to 
me  that  I  might  at  all  events  prepare  myself  with  those  Affidavits,  and  the 
Committee  would  determine  whether  they  would  or  would  not  receive  them,  and 
whether  the  Persons  would  or  would  not  be  called.  They  have  prepared  them, 
and  I  beg  to  submit  them  to  the  Committee.  The  Questions  asked  Of  the 
Medical  Men  wer^  wheUier  or  not  they  had  attended  the  Bridgwater  Work- 
house, whether  tliere  was  a  large  Number  of  Persons  on  the  Sick  List  during 
that  Time,  whether  t^ey  had  ever  kaown  any  such  Disease  as  Diarrhoea  prevail 
there,  atnd  whether  in  their  own  private  Practice  there  had  been  any  Deaths 
from  Diarrhoea  in  the  Six  Months  that  it  was  raging  in  the  Workhouse,  and  if 
so,  how  many,    I  will,  with  your  Lordships  Permission,  read  their  Affidavits. 

The  following  Affidavit  is  read : 

Jonathan  Tooffood  of  Bridgwater  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  John  Giles  Toogood  of  the 
same  Place,  and  James  G>le$  Parker  of  the  same  Place,  Surgeons,  make  Oath  and  say,  That 
they  are  the  Surgeons  of  the  Bri<^water  Infirmary,  which  has  been  established  aboot 
Twenty-five  Years  for  the  Relief  of  sick  Persons,  and  is  supported  by  voluntary  Contri- 
butions ;  that  liie  Number  of  in-door  Patients  admitted  into  the  said  Infirmary  between 
the  1st  Day  of  September  1836  and  the  21st  Day  of  April  1837  was  115,  of  whom  Two 
only  died  during  that  Period,  One  of  Scarlet  Fever  and  die  other  of  general  Dropsy ;  that 
the  Number  of  out-door  Patients  of  the  said  Infirmary  between  the  said  1st  Day  of 
September  1886  and  the  21st  of  April  1837  was  421,  of  whom  Two  only  died,  both  of 
them  of  Phthisic.  And  these  Deponents  say,  that  from  the  said  1st  Day  of  &ptember  1836 
to  the  said  21st  Day  of  April  1837  no  in-door  or  out-door -Patient  of  the  said  Infirmary 
was  to  their  Knowledge  and  Belief  afiected  with  Diarrhoea  to  any  Extent,  and  that  no 
Patient  died  of  that  Disease. 

(Signed)  Jonathan  Toogood, 

John  Giles  Toogood, 
James  Coles  Parker. 

Sworn  at  Bridgwater  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  by  the  Deponents  Jonathan 
Toogood,  John  Giles  Toogood,  and  James  Coles  Parker,  the  28th  Day  of 
May  1838,  before  me, 

(Signed)  RicHard  Anstice,  a  Master  Extraordinary  in  Chancery. 
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That  covers  tte  fitiod  li^rmg  "which  the  Di^iow  prevailed  in  the  House  ?    ^''••^^'"*  ^^"^^f^- 
It  does }  and  that  Afiid^vit  relates  to  a  Class  of  Persons  just  above  Paupers       — — 
who  received  Aaidattnpe  from  the  ludrmB^y. 

The  following  Affidavits  are  read : 

Edward  Ansdce  Stradlttig  of  Bridgwater  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  Surgeon^  maketh 
Oath  apd  saith.  That  he  is  a  Surgeon  and  Apothecary,  and  hath  praqtised  as  such  in 
Bridgwater  aforesaid  and  the  NeigWjourhood  about  Twenty-four  Years;  saith,  that  he 
attended  the  poor  Persons  in  the  old  Poor  or  Work  House  at  Bridgwater  aforesaid  as 
Surgeon  and  Apotheeary  about  Ten  Y«^rs,  that  is  to  gay,  from  the  Year  J  814  to  the  Year 
1824 ;  that  dunng  the  said  Period  of  Time  Diarrhoea  or  auy  similar  Disease  did  not  prevail 
in  the  said  Poor  or  Work  House,  but  the  poor  Persons  therein  were  generally  healthy,  and 
that  to  the  be^t  of  Deponent's  Belief  the  Average  Number  of  Patients  therein  who  required 
Deponent's  Advioe  and  Assistance  at  one  and  the  same  Time  during  the  Perio<l  aforesaid 
amounted  to  about  Five  or  Si^c;  saith,  that  between  the  Months  of  September  1836  and 
April  1887  Diarrhoea  was  not  a  prevalent  Disease  amongst  the  Deponent's  Patients^  and 
that  no  Case  of  Diarrhcea  which  came  under  Deponent's  Knowledge  or  Care  during  the 
Period  last  aforesaid  terminated  in  Death. 

E.  A.  SXRAJDLING. 

Sworn  at  Bridgwater  aforesaid  the  28th  Day  of  May  18S8,  before  me, 

HiCHAiin  Ansticp,  a  Master  Extraordinary  in  Chancery 

James  Haviland  of  Bridgwater  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  Surgeon,  mnketh  Oath  and 
saith,  That  he  is  a  .Sui^^equ  apd  Apothecary,  and  hath  practised  as  such  in  Bridgwater 
aforesaid  and  the  Neighbourhood  about  Twenty-six  Years ;  saith,  that  he  attended  the  poor 
Persons  in  the  old  Poor  or  Weric  House  at  Bridgwater  aforesaid  as  Surgeon  and  Apothecary 
about  Sbcteen  Years,  that  is  to  say,  from  the  Year  1811  to  the  Year  .1886 ;  that  during  the 
aaid  Period  ofTi^e  EfiarrhiM.or  any  similar  Diseai^e  did  not  prevail  in  the  said  Poor  or 
Work  House,  but  the  poor  Persons  therein  were  generally  healthy,  and  that  to  best  of 
Depopent's  .Belief  the  Average  Number  of  Patients  therein  did  not  exceed  Five  or  Six  at 
one  and  the  same  Titne  during  the  Period  aforesaid ;  saith,  that  between  the  Months  of 
September  1836  and  April  1837  Diarrhoea  did  not  prevail  amongst  Deponent's  Patients 
more  than  usual  at  that  Period  of  the  Year,  and  that  no  Case  of  Diarrhcea  which  came 
under  Deponent's  Knowled^  or  Care  during  the  Period  last  aforesaid  terminated  in  Death. 

James  Haviland. 
Sworn  at  Bridgwater  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  the  25th  Day  of  May  1838^  before  me, 

Thomas  Symes,  a  Master  Extraordinary  in  Chancery. 

'Henry  Axford  of  Bridgwater  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  Surgeon,  maketh  Oath  am\ 
saith,  That  he  is  a  Surgeon  and  Apothecary,  and  hath  practised  as  such  in  Bridgwater 
aforesaid  and  the  Neighbourhood  about  Thirty- three  Years;  saith,  that  in  conjunction 
with  other  Medical  Men  he  attended  the  poor  Persons  in  the  old  Poor  or  Work  House  in 
Bridgwater  aforesaid  as  Surgeon  and  Apothecary  about  Twenty  five  Years,  that  is  to  say, 
from  the  Year  1811  to  the  Year  1836;  that  during  the  said  Period  of  Time  Diarrhoea  or 
any  similar  Disease  did  not  prevail  to  any  Extent  in  the  said  Poor  or  Work  Hqyae,  but  the 
poor  Persons  therein  were  generally  healthy,  .and  that  to  ihe  best  of  Deppnent's  Belief  the 
Average  Number  of  Patients  therein  who  required  Deponent's  Advice  and  Assistance  at 
one  ami  the  same  Time  amounted  to  about  Four  or  Five;  saith,  that  between  the  Months  of 
September  1886  and  April  1837  Diarrhcea  was  not  a  prevalent  Disease  amongst  Deponent's 
Patients,  and  that  no  Caae  of;  Diarrhoea  which  came  under  Deponent's  Inspection  or  Care 
during  the  Period  last  aforesaid  terminated  in  Death. 

Henry  Axford. 

Svorp  at  Bridgwater  in  tfie  County  of  Somerset,  the  30th  Day  of  May  1838,  before  me, 

Thomas  Symes,  a  Master  Extraordinary  in  Chancery. 

Have  you  any  thii^  to  addon  the  Question  whether  Diarrhoea  prevailed 
generally  in  the  District,  or  more  than  it  had  previously  prevailed  in  the 
Workhouse  ? 

I  was  intimately  acquainted  with  the  Workhouse  for  some  Time,  and  it  did 
not  prevail  during  such  Time  in  the  Workhouse ;  and  I  was  not  aware  of  its 
.  prevailing  in  the  District. 

From  your  Knowledge  of  the  Workhouse  do  you  think  you  must  have  known 
if  it  prevailed  at  the  Time  you  were  connected  with  the  Workhouse  as.  an 
Overseer  and  Churchwarden  ? 

I  must,  certainly. 

In  Page  76  of  the  printed  Papers  there  is  a  List  of  Names,  and  in  the 

Answer  given  with  respect  to  the  Six  first  Names  there  is  an  Extract  from  a 

Letter  of  the  Medical  Attendant ;  from  what  Source  is  it  that  you  have  drawn 
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Mr.  John  Bptpen.    the  Remarks  which  follow  in  that  Page :  "  These  were  Cases  preceded  by  or 

accompanied  with  severe  Diarrhoea;  excessive  Debility  from  Diarrhoea,    Some 

of  these  Cases  died  at  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse^  where  many  diseased 
Persons  were  sent  from  the  Bridgwater  House  **  ? 

Mr.  Abraham  King  the  Surgeon,  Mary  Read  the  Nurse,  James  Grover  the 
Governor  of  the  Workhouse,  and  Jane  Gover  the  Matron, 

When  you  found  that  you  were  unable  to  persuade  the  Board  of  Guardians 
to  interfere  to  stop  the  Gruel  in  the  Worknouse,  which  you  supposed  pro* 
duced  Diarrhoea,  aid  you  or  any  other  of  the  Guardians  make  any  Appeal  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  or  Mr.  Weale  the  Assistant  Poor  Law  Onn^ 
missioner  in  the  Country,  upon  the  Subject  ? 

I  have  already  stated  that  1  only  received  Notice  of  being  elected  a  Guar* 
dian  on  the  30th  of  March ;  on  the  31st  of  March,  the  next  Day,  the  first 
Board  was  called,  and  on  the  gist  of  the  following  April  the  Gruel  was 
abolished.  Thus  there  were  only  Three  Weeks  to  effect  this  in.  The  first 
Motion  was  made  on  the  14th  of  April,— ^-I  h^ve  already  detailed  minutely 
what  then  took  place, — and  on  the  pext  Board  Day,  the  S  1st,  the  Thing  was 
done. 

Previously  to  that  you  said  that  some  of  the  Guardians  had  endeavoured 
to  persuade  the  Board  to  alter  the  Diet  ? 

That  was  in  the  previous  Year ;  I  state  that  on  their  Assertion. 

Do  you  know  of  their  having  made  an  Appeal  from  the  Board  to  the  Asdst* 
ant  Poor  Law  Commissioner  or  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  or  not  ? 

I  conceive  not  j  I  do  not  know  whether  they  did  or  did  not,  but  I  conceive 
they  did  not. 

Were  you  present  the  whole  of  the  14th  of  April  at  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians ? 
I  was, 

Had  you  visited  the  House  that  Day  with  Mr.  Rqddock  ? 
Yes. 

The  Reverend  Mr,  Ruddock  was  the  Person  who  made  the  Motion  ? 
I  found  the  Reverend  Mn  Rpddock  and  several  other  Members  c^the 
Visiting  Committee  there ;  I  think  I  was  not  there  ^st  mysejf. 

Did  you  go  from  the  House  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
We  went  in  a  Body. 

Do  you  remember  whether  when  you  arrived  the  Business  bad  commencedt 
or  whether  it  was  about  to  commence  ? 
I  really  cannot  tell. 

You  cannot  tell  the  Time  of  the  Day  f 

I  believe  the  Time  for  the  meeting  <rf*  the  Board  of  Guardians  was  Ten 
o'clock,  but  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  some  of  them  coming  in 
from  the  Country,  seldom  came  ;n  till  about  half-pjtst  Ten  o'Clock  j  signing  the 
Report,  and  so  on,  might  take  Half  an  Hour  at  the  Workhouse ;  then  they 
went  to  the  Grand  Jury  Room,  where  the  Board  of  Guardians  met. 

Can  you  recollect  the  Time  at  which  you  went  th^t  D^y  ? 
Not  that  Day  particularly  j   but  J  should  say  generally  we  went  about 
Half  past  Ten. 

Was  this  Motion  made  by  Mr.  Ruddock  immediately  ? 

No ;  it  was  made  in  the  usual  Course,  on  the  Visiting  Book  being  pro- 
duced by  the  Chairman ;  that  Book  was  always  laid  upon  the  Table^  and 
the  Chairman  turned  to  it  in  course. 

Then  this  Conversation  ended  in  no  Motion  being  made  ? 
Yes. 

Mr.  Ruddock  was  the  Spokesman  ? 
He  was. 
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Have  you  the  Means  of  knowing  what  Number  of  fresh  Paupers  were    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
introduced  into  the  Worichouse  while  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging  ?  ■ 

No.  The  Admission  and  Discharge  Book^  which  the  Clerk  has,  will  show 
that 

VHMt  was  the  Period  during  which  you  say  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging ;  from 
September  1836  to  what  Time  in  1837  ? 

I  take  it  in  this  Way :  27th  September  1836,  the  Entry  stands  in  the 
^^sftors  Book,  "The  aged  Poor  are  affected  with  Colic  and  Diarrhoea,  and  the 
Caiildren  suflering  from  the  same  Complaint'*  Then  going  to  the  Death 
Book,  the  first  Death  I  see  in  the  Obituary  from  Diarrhoea  is  the  28th  of 
Septanber,  «« William  Arthur,  Diarrhoea.*'  The  Termination  of  the  Diarrhoea 
Period  may  be  taken  to  be  the  28th  of  April  1837.  The  People  were 
then  improved  in  Health,  but  there  were  many  Persons  died  of  Diarrhoea 
afterwards. 

When  was  it  considered  as  infectious  ? 

I  do  not  know  how  to  fix  that  Period,  because  that  is  to  a  certain  Extent 
Matter  of  Opinion.  The  Deaths  appear  in  the  Book  in  October  and  November ; 
in  December  there  were  few  Deaths ;  in  January  there  were  a  greater  Number 
of  Deaths;  and  I  believe  it  was  during  those  Months  that  the  Disease 
VTBS  at  its  worst ;  but  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  House  at  the  Time. 

At  what  Time  was  it  that  the  Guardians  would  not  go  round  the  Wards  ? 

I  understood  from  Mr.  Baker,  and  from  the  Governor  and  the  Matron,  that 
for  some  Time  the  Guardians  did  not  go  round  the  House,  but  what  Part  of 
the  Six  Months  that  was  I  cannot  telK 

Have  you  any  Means  of  referrijig  to  any  Entries  to  show  what  Number  were 
introduced  during  the  Period  referred  to? 

No,  I  cannot  do  that,  nor  can  any  Individual  do  it  without  some  Trouble, 
for  all  the  Orders  for  Admission  into  the  House  were  for  Admission  into 
the  Bridgwater  House,  while  the  Children  and  some  others  were  removed 
into  the  Petherton  Workhouse ;  the  Governor,  of  course,  can  give  every 
Name. 

In  Page  78  of  the  Papers  submitted  to  this  Committee  you  mention  the 
Case  of  ^'a  wretched  Man  who  escaped  from  the  Bridgwater  Pesthouse  with* 
out  tiddng  with  him  his  Wife  and  Children,  for  whom  he  had  no  Shelter  of  any 
Description  whatever,  and  was  by  the  Chairman  and  Deputy  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  in  their  Magisterial  Capacity,  consigned  to  a  Prison  and 
the  Treadmill.''    Who  was  that  Man  ? 

His  Name  was  Robert  Kidnen 

Do  you  know  any  thing  of  the  Man  ? 

No ;  I  never  saw  him  except  after  his  Imprisonment,  when  he  came  to  the 
Board.  He  was  then  in  a  wretched  Condition  j  he  said  that  the  Governor 
had  refrised  him  Permission  to  see  his  Wife  and  Children  )  that  she  was  in  the 
Workhouse,  and  his  Children  were  ilL 

When  was  that  ? 
I  have  not  the  Date. 

It  was  during  the  Time  you  attended  the  Board  ? 

Yes.    The  Man  was  not  committed  when  I  attended  the  Board,  but  before. 

It  appears  that  he  was  received  at  Wilton  Gaol  on  the  9th  of  March,  there 
to  be  kept  to  hard  Labour  for  the  Space  of  One  Calendar  Month  ? 

Then,  perhaps,  it  was  about  the  12th  or  13th  or  14th  of  April  I  saw  him 
at  the  Board. 

Did  you  know  any  thing  of  this  Man  before  ? 

I  neither  knew  the  Man  before  or  afterwards ;  I  never  saw  him  at  any 
Time,  except  on  his  Appearance  before  the  Board.  My  Observations  go  to 
the  Fact  of  this  Man  and  his  Wife  and  Five  Children  having  been  sent  into  the 
House  while  the  Diarrhoea  raged  there. 

When  was  he  sent  in  ? 

I  think  by  Reference  to  the  Books  it  will  appear  that  he  was  sent  in  in 
December. 

(151.26.)  5  Z  4  Did 


Digitized  by 


Google 


920      MiNtJtES  Ot*  fiVIDENCE  BEFOfefi  SfiLlSCt  COMMlTl*BE  ON 

Mr.  John  Bowen.       Did  you  inquire  into  the  Cifcumrtanfces  of  the  Cte6  ? 
— i— = — ii  I  know  from  a  GeMleman  trbo  eitiploy^d  him  tbdt  he  w^^  oot  a  Mati  (rf 

good  Character. 

Do  you  know  that  he  never  carried  a  Shilling  of  his  Earnings  home  to  his 
Wife,  and  that  he  left  her  starving  ? 

I  asked  his  Employer  respecting  that  j  he  said  that  the  Man  was  half  a  Fool, 
but  that  as  to  his  carrying  notite  none  of  his  Wages  that  was  Nonsense ;  he 
must  have  carried  Part  home  ;  he  had  but  Six  SSriuings  a  W6elc. 

Do  you  know  of  the  Woman  having  said«  *•  I  have  been  working  a»  long  as 
I  can  to  sustain  my  Children  ;  as  long  as  I  had  Health  I  did  all  I  could  da, 
but  not  a  single  Farthing  can  I  get  from  my  Husband  3  I  am  starvifi^,  and  he 
has  been  for  some  Time  earning  Wages  of  a  Farmer  in  the  Parish,  and  has 
never  brought  me  a  single  Shilling  since  I  have  been  in  this  State '? 

I  have  read  the  Affidavits,  and  1  beg  to  state  timt  1  have  not  a  Word  to 
urge  in  favour  of  any  idle  dirunken  Man ;  but  whatever  the  Conduct  of  any 
idle  Man  might  be,  that  which  I  wish  to  bring  before  the  Public,  and  also  before 
your  Lordships,  is,  that  this  Man's  Wife  and  Five  Children  were  sent  into  the 
Workhouse  at  a  Time  there  were  not  Beds  enough  to  put  them  into  j  the 
Diarrhoea  was  then  raging.  The  Case  is  an  awful  one.  1  have  no  Objection 
to  an  idle  drunken  Man  being  send  to  the  Treadmill  for  a  Month  or  for  Seven 
Years  if  he  will  not  reform. 

You  complain  of  his  being  sent  to  the  Treadmill  for  running  away  from  the 
Pesthouse  where  you  say  this  Disorder  yras  ri^ng  ? 
Yes.  . 

Do  you  know  the  Offers  which  were  made  to  the  Man? 
I  have  read  the  Affidavits^ 

Do  you  mean  that  you  have  read  the  Evidence  idttcb  was  given  befoi^  this 
Committee  ? 

I  have  read  the  Evidence  given  at  the  Inquiry  instituted  by  the  PoQr  Law 
Commissioners  at  Bridgwater.  I  have  not  read  a  single  Line  of  the  Evidence 
given  before  this  Committee,  neither  have  I  heard  One  Word  of  it* 

Are  you  aware  that  befbre  he  wtis  committed  Three  Proposals  were  made 
to  him:  first  of  all,  that  be  should  go  back  to  the  Workhouse  and  there 
remain  with  his  Wife  and  Fainily ;  if  he  did  not  like  that^  that  he  should  go  to 
the  Workhouse  and  fetch  out  his  Wife  dnd  Family,  and  bring  them  home  to 
Petherton,  and  that  if  it  was  found  that  he  was  using  his  best  Endeavours 
to  maintain  them  by  his  Labour,  and  could  not  wholly  maintain  them  by  his 
Labour,  Mr.  King  would  himsdf  make  Application  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
for  his  Relief^  (^nd  that  a  strong  Hope  Was  held  out  that  this  Application 
would  be  acceded  to;  then,  t^at  if  he  adopted  neither  of  those  Offers  be  was 
to  go  to  Gaol  ? 

It  was  impossible  for  me  to  know  that  at  the  Time  I  wrote ;  the  Pamphlet 
your  Lordship  refers  to  for  that  Evidence  came  out  upon  the  Inquiry  that  was 
made  into  my  Statement 

Therefore  you  did  not  inquire  into  tiiose  Circumstances  when  you  itated 
this  in  your  Pamphlet,  that  he  "  escaped  from  the  Bridgwater  Pesthouse 
without  taking  with  him  his  Wife  and  Children,  for  whom  he  had  no  Shelter 
of  anv  Description  whatever,  and  was  by  the  Chairman,"  and  so  forth,  "m 
their  Magisterial  Capacity,  consigned  to  a  Prison  and  the  Treadmill ;"  and  then, 
by  a  Note  at  the  Bottom  of  that  Page,  that  "  he  left  this  Den  of  Disease  to 
endeavour  to  support  himself  by  his  Labour,  and  to  assist  his  Family  as  far  as 
he  could ;  for  this  Crime  h^  was  consigned  to  a  Prison  and  the  Torture  of  a 
TjeadmilP? 

No>  I  did  not. 

Did  you  know  that  this  Man  was  an  idle  dissolute  Fellow ;  that  instead  of 
working,  and  bringing  Wages  home  to  his  Family,  he  never  brought  home  a 
single  Shilling  to  his  Wife,  but  let  her  starve  ?  Did  you  know  that  such  Offers 
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were  made  to  him  before  he  was  committed  ?  and  if  so,  do  you  think  that  you  Mr.  John  B^wen. 

were  justiBed  in  writing  those  Paragraphs  ?  

I  could  not  know  the  one  or  the  other,  for  they  came  out  in  consequence  of 
my  writing  this. 

Before  you  wrote  such  strong  Paragraphs  as  to  Persons  did  you  not  think 
it  was  your  Business  to  make  further  Inquiry  into  the  Matter  ? 

I  was  fully  in  possession  of  all  I  intended  to  complain  of,-^that  the  Man  and 
his  Wife  and  five  Children  ought  not  to  have  been  sent  into  that  House 
at  all. 

For  what  Reason  ? 

Because  the  House  was  in  a  State  of  Disease ;  the  House  was  said  to  be  at 
that  Time  in  a  State  of  the  most  awful  Disease.  I  think  there  will  be  no 
Oflfence  in  my  saying  I  never  have  been  an  Advocate  for  Idleness  or 
Extravagance. 

Do  you  believe  it  to  be  true  that  the  Man  escaped  from  the  House  in 
consequence  of  its  being  a  Pesthouse? 
It  was  a  Pesthouse  at  the  Time. 

You  say  he  left  this  Den  of  Disease  to  endeavour  to  support  himself  and 
his  Family  by  his  Labour ;  did  he  do  so? 

Yes ;  I  believe  he  was  at  Work  at  the  Time  he.was  apprehended. 

Was  he  not  offered  Relief  out  of  the  Workhouse  if  he  would  support  his 
Wife  and  Family  properly  ? 

I  made  some  Inquiry  respecting  that  Man,  and  perhaps  it  will  be  more 
satisfactory  for  me  to  state  the  Result.  I  asked  his  Wife  to  state,  quietly  and 
coolly,  what  was  her  Condition  previously  to  this  Matter;  she  said  that 
under  the  old  Poor  Law  they  had  received  ls.6d.  a  Week  from  the  Parish, 
which  they  had  regularly  allotted  to  the  Payment  of  their  Rent ;  that  her 
Husband  received  6$.  a  Week,  a  Part  of  which  he  spent  in  a  Beer  House. 
When  the  new  Law  came  into  operation  the  1^.  6d.  a  Week  was  stopped ;  that 
•he  had  no  Means  of  paying  her  Rent,  which  got  into  arrear,  and  her  Goods 
were  seized  and  sold;  that  she  did  apfrfy  for  some  Relief  before  the  Goods 
were  seized  and  sold.  Afterwards  the  Man  and  Woman  were  utterly  destitute. 
The  Man  became,  I  dare  say,  as  such  Persons  usually  do,  impertinent  and 
desperate,  and  would  not  receive  what  was  offered  him;  but  nothing  was 
offered  to  him,  as  will  be  found  by  the  Relieving  Officer,  until  his  Goods 
were  sold,  and  then  the  Man  was  utterly  destitute ;  he  had  no  Place  to  which 
to  take  his  Wife  and  Children. 

Do  you  know  that  Relief  was  ordered  by  the  Guardians  in  the  first  instance, 
and  that  his  Wages  should  be  attached  ? 

Unless  the  Relief  had  determined  the  Debt  for  which  the  Man's  Goods 
were  sold, — I  believe  his  Goods  were  sold, —  no  practical  Result  can  be  drawn 
from  the  Fact 

Do  you  know  that  to  be  he  Fact  ? 
I  do  not. 

Do  you  know  that  the  Landlord  turned  them  out  of  the  House  for  not 
paying  the  Rent  ? 

Yes ;  I  know  it  on  the  Woman's  Statement,  but  not  otherwise. 

Do  you  know  that  the  Woman  had  said,  "  Will  you  take  us  into  the  Work- 
house  ?^  and  that  she  went  in  at  her  own  Request  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  Fact,  but  if  the  Woman  asserts  that  I  should  believe 
her ;  I  would  as  soon  believe  her  as  I  would  believe  any  Person^ 

Do  you  know  of  the  Woman  having  said  lately,  "For  God's  Sake  do  not 
ever  let  me  go  out  of  the  Workhouse  ;  I  am  quite  happy  here ;  but  if  I  go 
home  to  my  Husband  he  will  starve  me  as  he  did  before  *'  ? 

Very  likely  she  might  say  so. 

Do  you  know  that  ? 
I  do  not. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.        Do  not  you  think  it  would  have  been  worth  while  to  have  ascertained  how 
— — —      far  such  a  State  of  Things  existed  before  you  made  those  violent  Accusations 
against  Parties  ? 

No ;  my  Accusations  went  to  the  Fact  of  the  Man  and  Wife  and  Five  ('hil. 
dren  being  sent  into  such  a  Place  under  any  Circumstances, 

Does  not  it  go  to  accuse  those  Gentlemen,  Mr.  Warry  and  Mr.  King,  who 
were  the  Magistrates  who  committed  this  Person,  of  Cruelty,  for  committing 
the  Man  for  running  away  from  his  Wife  and  Children? 

I  think  it  does. 

Do  you  think  there  was  any  Cruelty  in  their  committing  such  a  Man,  sup. 
posing  the  Circumstances  referred  to  to  be  true  ? 

Yes.     These  Circumstances  do  not  at  all  alter  my  Opinion  upon  it. 

Is  your  Mode  of  Writing  to  take  those  strong  Things  for  granted  against 
Men? 

I  have  taken  nothing  for  granted  in  this  Case.  What  operated  upon  my 
Mind  was  sending  this  Man  and  his  Wife  and  Children  into  the  House.  If  he 
was  a  bad  Man  they  were  not  bad.  I  think  any  Man  justified  under  such 
Circumstances  in  running  away. 

Did  he  state  that  he  ran  away  because  the  Place  was  unwholesome  ? 
I  do  not  know  that  he  did. 

Was  there  any  thing  beyond  his  intending  to  run  away,  and  intending  to 
leave  his  Wife  and  Family  to  the  Parish  ? 
I  do  not  know  what  he  stated. 

Then  was  there  any  thing  to  render  it  improper  to  commit  the  Man  to 
Prison  ? 

I  referred  to  the  sending  the  Man  into  the  Workhouse  at  all  under  those 
Circumstances. 

You  make  Two  Accusations :  the  first  is  sending  the  Man  at  all  into  the 
Workhouse  in  that  State ;  the  other  is  of  the  Conduct  of  the  Magistrates  in 
committing  him  for  running  away  from  his  Wife  and  Family ;  and  you  state 
that  he  did  so  because  it  was  a  Pesthouse  ? 

It  was  a  Pesthouse  at  the  Time. 

Can  you  state  that,  at  the  Time  of  the  Man  having  been  offered  the  Alter- 
native instead  of  remaining  in  the  Workhouse,  the  Man  ever  complained  that 
he  was  put  into  the  Workhouse  on  account  of  its  being  unwholesome,  or  that 
he  gave  that  Reason  for  running  away? 

1  never  knew  that  he  made  such  a  Complaint ;  but  his  Wife,  in  the  course  of 
a  few  Days  afterwards,  was  returned,  as  will  be  found  in  the  Book,  among  a 
long  List  of  Diarrhoea  Patients. 

Or  that  he  had  any  Excuse  for  his  own  Conduct  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  he  ever  offered  any.  I  never  saw  the  Man  but  at  the 
Board. 

Do  you  know  whether  he  offered  to  give  Assistance  to  his  Wife  and  Children 
while  they  remained  in  the  House  ? 

I  do  not,  and  I  think  it  probable  he  could  not,  from  the  mean  Employment 
of  the  Man,  and  his  small  Earnings  j  after  he  came  from  the  Treadmill  he  was 
so  weak  and  feeble. 

What  was  he  weak  from  ? 
He  was  an  undersized  Man. 

Was  he  given  to  Intemperance  and  drinking  ? 

He  had  been,  I  dare  say,  previously,  but  it  is  not  likely  that  he  suffered 
from  that  at  the  Treadmill. 

You  complained  that  he  was  sent  into  the  Workhouse,  into  which  Work- 
house  no  Man  should  have  been  sent  at  that  Time  ? 

Yes,  that  is  the  Case ;  but  I  would  go  further :  it  is  specifically  provided  by 
the  Law  that  a  Man  should  not  be  sent  to  Prison  under  such  Circumstances ; 
and  if  a  Man  could  not  be  sent  to  a  Prison  where  there  was  an  infectious 

Disease, 
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Disease,  it  is  not  a  strained  Inference  that  a  poor  Family  should  not  be  sent    ^r.John  Bowen. 
into  the  Workhouse  under  such  Circumstances.  ' 

Do  you  think  it  proper  that  Magistrates  who  sent  him  to  the  Treadmill 
should  be  Two  Magistrates  who  sit  at  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

That  is  the  State  of  the  Law ;  it  is  a  delicate  Thing  for  me  to  give  an 
Opinion  upon. 

What  is  your  Objection  to  those  Magistrates  acting  in  that  Case  ? 

They  were  the  rersons  who  had  determined  the  Man's  Case  as  Chairman 
and  Deputy  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  and  I  think  it  was  not 
decent  for  Men  to  turn  their  Backs  round,  and  in  another  Capacity,  as 
Magistrates,  to  sign  a  Warrant  to  commit  him. 

Determined  what  Case  ? 

The  Man's  Case  as  brought  before  the  Board  by  the  Relieving  Ofiicer. 

Do  you  mean  the  Fact  of  his  having  run  away  from  the  Workhouse  ? 
The  Fact  of  his  having  been  sent  to  the  Workhouse  at  all. 

What  has  the  Fact  of  his  having  been  sent  into  the  Workhouse  to  do  with 
his  being  committed  by  the  Magistrates  for  having  run  away  from  his  Wife 
and  Children  ? 

The  one  is  connected  with  the  other. 

What  has  that  to  do  with  the  Accusation  against  those  Magistrates  for 
punishing  him  for  running  away  from  his  Wife,  and  leaving  her  chargeable  to 
the  Parish  ? 

A  Man  who  has  been  before  the  Board,  and  under  such  Circumstances 
sent  to  the  Workhouse,  comes  before  the  same  Persons  as  Magistrates  with  a 
very  bad  Chance. 

Do  you  apprehend  that  no  Magistrates  within  the  District,  all  of  whom  are 
ex-oflScio  Guardians,  ought  to  perform  the  Duty  of  Magistrates  in  any  Matter 
with  respect  to  the  Poor  in  your  Union  ? 

If  I  were  to  answer  that  directly  it  would  be  merely  a  speculative  Answer, 
and  might  throw  a  considerable  Degree  of  Discredit  on  my  Evidence,  if  I 
were  disposed  to  go  to  that  Extent ;  but  I  think  that  Two  Persons  so  imme- 
diately  connected  with  the  sending  this  Family  to  the  Workhouse  ought  not 
to  be  the  Persons  to  send  him  to  Prison. 

What  has  sending  him  to  the  Workhouse  to  do  with  his  running  away, 
and  leaving  his  Wife  and  Children  ? 

He  could  not  have  run  away  unless  he  had  been  sent  there.  I  have  no 
Doubt  Is.  6d.  a  Week,  offered  in  proper  Time,  would  have  prevented  it. 

Suppose  the  Man  was  a  Person  who  brought  home  none  of  his  Wages  to 
his  Family,  and  left  them  to  starve ;  do  you  think  that  it  would  have  been  a 
good  Discretion  to  have  given  that  Man  Is.  6d.  a  Week  for  his  Rent? 

No. 

Supposing  the  Poorhouse  to  be  in  a  proper  State  ? 
That  is  the  whole  Question,  whether  it  was  so  or  not. 

Supposing  the  House  to  be  in  a  proper  State,  would  not  that  be  the  proper 
Case  for  taking  a  Man  into  the  Workhouse  instead  of  relieving  him  out? 

If  the  House  had  been  in  a  proper  State.  I  have  not  the  slightest  Objection 
to  say  that ;  for  such  a  Person  the  Workhouse  was  the  proper  Discipline. 

You  say  that  at  the  Time  at  which  you  went  to  the  House  it  was  not  in  a 
State  in  which  it  was  fit  to  send  a  Man  ? 

I  was  not  a  Guardian  at  the  Time ;  but  on  One  of  those  Books,  the  Visitor*s 
Book,  there  are  Complaints  of  the  State  of  the  House. 

How  do  you  know  that  the  Pest  existed  at  that  Time  ? 
I  did  know  it  at  the  Time  I  wrote  my  Pamphlet,  because  the  Documents 
were  before  me. 

You  cannot  point  out  the  precise  Time  at  which  this  Man  was  admitted  ? 
Perhaps  I  may  just  refer  to  Mr.  Baker's  Entry  upoh  the  Subject:  "About 
the  Middle  of  December  Seven  or  Eight  Children  were  removed  to  the 
.  (151.26.)  6  A  2  Petherton 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    Petherton  Workhouse  in  consequence  of  the  crowded  State  and  diseased  State 

of  the  Bridgwater  House,  while  on  the  same  Day  a  Man,  his  Wife,  and  Five 

Children  came  into  the  House,  already  so  crowded,  by  Order  of  the  Board. 
There  was  not  One  Bed  unoccupied  at  the  Time ;  every  Bed  and  Bedstead 
that  could  be  spared  having  been  sent  to  Petherton  with  the  Children.  On 
that  Occasion  I  attended  the  Matron  at  Eight  o^Clock  at  Night ;  she  wished 
me  to  provide  for  this  Family  out  of  the  House  for  a  few  Days  at  least.  This 
I  endeavoured  to  do,  but  could  not  immediately  succeed,  and  Accommodation 
was  made  for  a  Fart  of  them  by  removing  the  Body  of  a  Feoaale  Pauper  from 
the  Bed  on  which  she  had  just  expired"  It  is  only  by  such  Means  I  codd 
know  any  thing  of  the  Circumstances,  not  being  a  Guardian. 

Are  you  aware  that  he  was  relieved  some  Time  out  of  the  Workhouse  before 
he  was  i-eceived  into  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  do  not  know  how  long,  but  I  know  he  had  Relief  before  he  was  re- 
ceived. 

Do  you  know  that  on  the  20th  of  December  he  attended  before  the  Board, 
and  requested  that  he  and  Family  might  be  allowed  to  quit  the  Workhouse, 
and  be  put  on  the  Out-relief  List  j  that  the  Board  ordered  him  Six  Loaves  of 
Bread  and  other  Necessaries,  which  he  did  not  accept  ? 

I  have  no  Knowledge  of  those  Facts* 

And  that  he  remained  in  the  House  till  the  l^th  of  January  ? 
I  know  nothing  of  those  Facts. 

How  much  did  he  earn  ? 

He  said,  in  the  Presence  of  the  Board,  that  he  earned  6s.  j  he  appeared  to 
be  an  undersized  decrepid  Man. 

He  maintained  his  Wife  and  Children  on  that  6^  a  Week  ? 
No. 

Do  you  know  that  the  Wife  has  said  that  she  maintained  the  Family  on  7^. 
a  Week,  together  with  her  own  Earnings  ? 

The  Man  stated  to  the  Board,  and  1  inquired  in  the  Neighbourhood  whether 
it  was  true,  that  he  had  only  6$.  a  Week  ^  it  was  Mr.  Danger  I  applied  to,  who 
was  then  from  charitable  Motives  giving  him  7^* 

Do  you  know  that  the  Woman  has  said  that  with  his  Earnings^,  which  were 
7^.,,  and  her  Earnings,  she  could  have  msuntained  her  Family  ? 

The  Woman  has  told  a  very  different  Story  to  me  j  your  Lordships  have  not 
the  Relieving  Officer  before  you.. 

Do  you  know  that  he  had  deserted  his  Wife  Three  several  Times  ? 
I  have  heard  so. 

And  that  he  had  been  committed  to  Taunton  Gaol  previously  for  that 
Offence? 

I  know  it  now  ^  I  did  not  know  it  then. 

How  do  you  know  it  ? 
I  only  know  it  is  stated. 

You  do  not  know  that  it  is  truly  stated  ? 
No ;  but  I  have  no  Reason  to  doubt  it. 

Do  you  know  that  after  he  escaped,  before  he  was  committed^  he  had  been 
applied  to  to  take  his  Wife  and  Family  out  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

No ;  but  that  will  not  alter  my  Opinion  if  he  had  no  Place  to  put  them  into, 
not  even  a  Hovel. 

Do  you  know  that  the  Guardians  o£fered  to  assist  him  at  the  Time  ? 
The  Question  is  whether  the  Board  found  him  a  Place  to  go  into. 

Do  you  imagine  it  the  Duty  of  the  Board  to  find  him  a  Place  to  go  into  ? 

Na 

Supposing  he  had  the  Means  of  supporting  his  Family,  was  not  it  his  Duty 
to  find  a  Place  to  put  them  into  ? 

Yes ;  but  if  the  Man  was  reduced  to  the  greatest  State  of  Destitution  at 
that  Time  I  do  not  know  how  he  could  do  that  for  them. 

What 
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What  reduced  him  td  that  State  ?                                                                       'Mr.  John  Bowen. 
Low  Wages,  

Supposing  this  Man  to  be,  as  stated  by  the  Wife,  a  drunken  Man^  a  Man  who 
never  brought  1^.  home,  is  it  not  easily  accounted  for  that  he  could  not  have 
8  House  of  his  own  ? 

He  might  be  an  idle,  drunken,  worthless  Man,  but  it  is  not  likely  to  be  true 
that  he  spent  all  his  Wages. 

Previous  to  the  new  Poor  Law  the  Parish  paid  the  Rent  for  this  dissolute 
Man,  he  not  applying  any  Part  of  his  Wages  to  the  Maintenance  of  his  Family 
or  the  Payment  of  his  Rent  ? 

I  do  not  think  it  will  be  found  that  he  did  not  apply  any  Part  of  his  Wages 
to  that,  but  that  I  cannot  speak  to.  The  Wife  told  me  the  Man  was 
not  so  bad  as  he  was  represented  to  be  j  and  his  Employer,  who  was  not  likely 
to  be  very  favourable  to  him,  said  that  he  was  a  poor  half-witted  Man, 

You  say  the  Magistrates  sat  in  Judgment  upon  him  before ;  in  what  Way 
did  they  sit  in  Judgment  upon  him  before  ? 
I  cannot  put  it  in  other  Words  than  I  have  done. 

The  Man  applied  to  them  for  Relief,  and  they  were  to  consider  how  far  he 
was  entitled  to  Relief.  Upon  a  Consideration  of  his  Case  they  ordered  him 
into  the  Workhouse  to  receive  that  Relief? 

I  do  not  know  his  Circumstances  further  than  slated^ 

Do  you  not  know  that  he  was  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  assume  that  he  was  so  to  be  by  Order  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians. 

Do  you  not  therefore  know  that  his  Case  was  considered  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians? 
Yes. 

And  that  he  had  made  an  Application  for  Relief? 

Yes. 

Then  what  had  that  to  do  with  their  Duly  as  Magistrates  ? 

I  merely  stated  my  Opinion  that  the  Persons  who  had  acted  as  Chairman 
and  Deputy  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ought  not  to  have  committed 
that  Man. 

Will  you  refer  to  the  Note  in  Page  7^,  and  state  whether  you  think  yourself 
^stifled  in  writing  in  those  Terms  ? 

I  will  not  justify  my  own  Work  more  than  that  of  others ;  but  your 
Lordships  will  consider  I  am  a  Man  who  have  passed  a  large  Portion  of  my 
Life  among  those  Persons.  I  have  never  been  an  Advocate  for  Idleness  and 
Drunkenness  under  any  Circumstances ;  but  where  I  think  they  have  been 
harshly  treated  I  may  have  written  more  warmly  than  I  should  do  on  Consi- 
deration ;  I  would  not  defend  my  own  Errors. 

Do  you  think  the  Man  was  so  hardly  treated  as  you  have  represented  ? 
I  do  say  that  I  think  the  Man  was  most  hardly  treated  in  being  sent  into  the 
House  when  it  was  in  that  State* 

Do  'you  think  it  was  correct  that  he  le&  that  Den  of  Disease  for  the 
Purpose  of  endeavouring  to  support  himself  by  his  Labour  and  to  assist  his 
Family?  -    . 

I  believe  he  left  it  in  order  to  endAvour  to  do  so ;  I  think  it  is  likely  he 
might  have  suflfered  so  much  that  he  would  endeavour  to  do  what  he 
could* 

Are  you  aware  that  there  was  a  Third  Magistrate  concerned  in  this 
-Committal  ? 

I  was  not  at  the  Time ;  I  heard  of  it  s^erwards. 

You  say  that  you  understood  the  Man  was  in  work  at  the  Time  the  Magis* 
trate  sent  him  to  the  Treadmill  ? 

I  heard  that  he  was ;  but  I  only  heard  his  own  Account  of  the  Thing  at  the 
l^ard  J  and  though  I  would  believe  the  Woman,  I  would  not  believe  the  Man.. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.        You  do  not  know  how  long  he  had  been  at  work  ? 

■"—  No. 

You  say  that  you  would  not  send  any  Man  to  this  Workhouse  in  its  then 
State  ;  did  the  Woman  catch  the  Disorder? 

Yes ;  she  caught  the  Diarrhoea,  and  is  returned  upon  the  Medical  Return 
as  being  affected  with  the  Diarrhoea,  in  a  long  List  of  others. 

Did  several  of  the  Children  also  catch  it  ? 

I  was  desirous  of  seeing  what  the  Consequence  had  been  of  sending  this 
poor  Woman  into  the  House,  and  I  have  taken  out  from  the  Medical  weekly 
Return  this  Memorandum  :  "  January  3d,  she  is  included  in  a  long  List  or 
Patients  in  the  prevailing  Disease,  the  Diarrhoea."  On  reference  to  the  Medical 
Book  it  appears  that  Elizabeth  Kidner  was  entered  as  affected  with  Diarrhoea, 
in  the  Week  ending  the  3d  of  January,  and  the  following  Week  as  affected 
with  Constipation. 

Was  Constipation  common  after  an  Attack  of  Diarrhoea  ? 

After  those  Patients  had  been  affected  with  the  Diarrhoea  their  Bowels 
sometimes  got  into  a  very  torpid  State ;  then  the  Diarrhoea  sometimes  returned. 
**  January  the  5th,  Diarrhoea.  January  10th,  Constipation.  February  7th, 
Constipation.  February  14th,  Constipation.  February  21st,  Tumour  in  the 
Head  or  Neck.  March  10th,  Itch.  March  lyth,  Itch.  March  23d,  Itch. 
March  24th,  Fever.  March  31st,  Fever.  April  7th,  Fever.*'  I  extracted  no 
ftirther ;  what  became  of  her  afterwards  I  do  not  know. 

You  are  of  opinion  that  the  Diarrhoea  produced  Constipation  ? 
I  cannot  give  a  Medical  Opinion ;  but  there  are  many  Persons  entered  as 
affected  with  Constipation  after  having  been  affected  with  Diarrhoea. 

Can  you  say  how  many  ? 

No  ;  I  do  not  know  how  many,  but  I  know  there  were  some. 

The  Wife  of  Kidner  told  you  that  she  received  1^.  6d.  from  the  Overseers 
under  the  former  System  ;  you  understood  that  that  was  the  utmost  Relief  given 
her? 

I  do  not  know  that  she  said  that  was  the  utmost ;  it  is  very  likely  that  upon 
some  particular  Occasion  she  had  received  more. 

You  understood  that  she  did  not  receive  more  than  1^.  6rf.  a  Week  ? 
Yes,  so  I  understood  from  her. 

Are  you  aware  that  on  the  20th  of  December  as  much  as  Six  Loaves,  equal 
to  45.,  were  offered  to  the  Family  to  go  out  of  the  Workhouse,  but  that  he  would 
not  accept  of  it  ? 

I  am  not  aware  of  that. 

And  that  he  remained  in  the  Workhouse  Twenty-six  Days  after  that  ? 
I  have  no  personal  Knowledge  of  that- 

It  does  not  appear  as  if  he  had  so  great  a  Dread  of  the  Pesthouse  if  that  was 
the  Case  ? 

I  do  not  know  where  he  was  to  go  to  j  he  had  no  Place  to  take  his  Family 
to  ;  his  Goods  had  been  seized. 

Would  you  under  the  Circumstances  of  the  Case  have  paid  his  Rent  or 
provided  him  with  another  House  ? 

I  cannot  answer  supposititious  Cases  pf  that  Kind. 

Then  why  do  you  accuse  Persons  of  Cruelty  in  not  doing  that  ? 
I  would  not  have  sent  that  Family  into  the  Workhouse  at  all  under  those 
Circumstances. 

Would  you  have  provided  another  House  for  the  Man,  and  paid  the  Rent  of 
that  House  for  him  ? 

I  do  not  know  what  I  should  have  done,  but  I  would  not  have  sent  him 
there. 

If  you  do  not  know  what  you  should  have  done,  what  Right  have  you  to 
accuse  those  Persons  of  Cruelty  in  sending  him  there  ? 
I  am  perfectly  certain  that  the  Persons  committed  a  Misdemeanor  in  send- 
ing 
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ing  him  and  his  Family  there.     Lord  Hale  so  lays  down  the  Law  in  his  Pleas    Mr.  JohnBowen. 

of  the  Crown  ;  he  says,  that  if  a  Person  with  a  contagious  Disorder  appears  in       

the  Highway  he  commits  a  Misdemeanor.  How  much  more  did  the  Board 
commit  an  Offence  in  sending  this  Man,  his  Wife  and  Children,  into  the  Bridg- 
water  Workhouse  at  that  Time. 

Did  you  know  enough  to  say  that  there  was  a  contagious  Disease  in  the 
House  at  that  Time  ? 

No,  but  that  was  the  prevailing  Opinion.  I  was  not  in  the  Board  at  the 
Time,  but  I  see  there  is  a  long  List  of  Persons  in  the  Diarrhoea  a  Week 
afterwards. 

Was  it  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical  Man  that  it  was  contagious  ? 
Yes ;  he  stated  that  Opinion  over  and  over  again. 

Who  stated  that  Opinion  ? 
The  Medical  Man. 

To  whom  ? 

He  stated  it  to  me. 

Is  there  any  Statement  of  that  given  in  any  of  his  Reports  to  the  Board  ? 
I  cannot  say  ;  but  I  beg  to  say  that  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  caught 
the  Disease  Five  Times  in  the  House;  he  stated  that  upon  his  Oath. 

Is  it  not  the  Fact  that  for  above  a  Month  before  this  Man  entered  the 
House,  namely,  on  the  8th  of  November  1836,  there  is  this  Entry,  signed  by 
Mr.  Colthurst,  "  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House  rapidly  improving  ;'* 
and  on  the  15th,  "  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  generally  good,  with  the  Ex- 
ception of  Five  Children."  On  the  23d  of  November,  "  The  Health  of  the 
Inmates  still  improving ;"  signed  by  Mr.  Ruddock.  On  the  29th  of  November 
"Still  much  Sickness  in  the  House,  with  the  Dietary  the  same  as  it  has  been 
since  the  25th  October  ;*'  that  is  signed  by  William  Baker.  The  6th  December 
"The  Health  of  the  Inmates  is  improving**  ? 

I  have  clearly  proved  before  this  Committee  that  there  are  Entries  which 
are  not  correct. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  Mr,  Baker,  Mr.  Colthurst,  and  Mr  Ruddock  are 
not  to  be  believed  when  they  put  their  Names  to  those  Entries  ? 

I  do  not  know  any  more  honourable  Men,  and  I  should  be  disposed  to  be- 
lieve them,  except  in  that  Book.  I  have  produced  Instances  where  Names 
appear  to,  *'  Yes.  Yes.  Yes.  All  well,"  when  a  Magistrate  walked  into  the 
Workhouse,  and  found  Sixty-five  Persons  with  the  Itch.  Some  Men  consider 
it  a  mere  mechanical  Routine,  and  make  the  Entry  as  a  Matter-of  course, 
without  attending  to  all  the  Circumstances. 

Was  Mr.  Baker  a  Guardian  at  the  Time  Kidner  was  admitted  into  the 
Workhouse  ? 
He  was. 

You  mean  to  say  they  made  their  Entries  in  the  Visiting  Book,  and  signed 
them  at  random,  without  paying  the  slightest  Attention  to  what  they  signed  ? 

A  Reference  to  the  Medical  Book  will  show  that  the  Disease  raged  in  the 
House  to  a  considerable  Extent  while  they  signed  these  Entries. 

The  Question  is,  whether  it  was  an  infectious  Disease  ? 
I  believe  it  was. 

If  the  Medical  Man  did  not  report  that  it  was  infectious,  but  on  the  contrary 
that  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  was  improving,  how  were  the  Board  to  know 
that  an  infectious  Disease  then  existed  ? 

They  knew  by  the  Books  placed  on  the  Table  weekly  whether  there  was 
Diarrhoea  in  the  House ;  they  knew  the  general  Opinion  existing. 

Suppose  they  did  know  that  Diarrhoea  existed,  how  would  that  show  them 
that  there  was  an  infectious  Disorder  in  the  House  ? 

The  mere  Existence  of  Diarrhoea  would  not  show  that ;  it  is  at  all  Times  a 
Matter  of  Opinion.  Your  Lordships  must  be  aware  that  there  has  been 
Evidence  given  that  there  is  no  such  Thing  as  Infection.     I  remember  the 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    Evidence  taken  before  a  Committee  of  your  Lordships  House,  or  of  the  oiher 
"■  House,  where  some  Medical  Men  stated  that  there  was  no  Contagion  even  in 

the  Hague. 

You'  have  charged  the  Guardians  with  sending  those  Persons  knowingly 
into  a  House  in  which  an  infectious  Disease  raged ;  how  do  you  prove  that 
they  knew  that  an  infectious  Disease  raged  ? 

I  cannot  answer  that  further  than  I  have  already  answered  it 

Do  you  draw  a  Conclusion  that  there  was  an  infectious  Disease  from  the 
Fact  of  the  great  Number  of  Persons  having  Diarrhoea  at  that  Time  in  the 
House? 

From  the  Number  of  Persons  having  Diarrhoea ;  from  the  Declaration  of  the 
Medical  Man  that  he  caught  the  Diarrhoea  himself;  and  from  the  DeclaratioQ 
jof  the  Governor  that  he  caught  it  Five  Times. 

Was  that  before  or  after  this  occurred  ? 
I  should  think  much  about  the  same  Time. 

You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  before  or  after  those  Circumstances  ? 
I  apprehend  the  Evidence  proves  that  this  was  about  the  Middle  of  the  Period. 

Did  the  Medical  Man  ever  report  that  the  Disorder  was  infectious  ? 
No,  I  believe  not^ 

Do  you  know  when  it  first  appeared  in  the  Medical  Report  that  there  was 
Diarrhoea  in  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  know }  I  conceive  about  September. 

You  went,  you  say,  into  the  House  when  there  was  a  great  Stench  j  at  what 
Time  was  that  ?  ^ 

That  was  in  April  j  but  it  was  much  worse  than  your  Lordships  can  con- 
ceive ;  you  could  not  conceive  that  Men  could  exist  there  an  Hour  in  such  an 
Atmosphere.     I  have  seen  their  Faeces  lying  in  a  Puddle  on  the  Bed. 

In  how  many  Cases  have  you  seen  that  ? 
Perhaps  not  more  than  Two  or  Three  Cases. 

Can  you  name  the  Patients  ? 
I  cannot 

Did  you  report  that  to  the  Medical  Officer  ? 

The  Medical  Officer  knew  it  well,  that  that  was  the  general  State  of  a  large 
Part  of  those  Persons  who  were  affected. 

You  mean  to  say  that  was  the  general  State  of  the  greater  Part  of  the  Persons 
affected  with  Diarrhoea,  that  they  could  not  retain  their  Stools,  and  that  thejr 
jdid  their  Stools  upon  their  Beds  ? 

At  last  they  came  to  that. 

In  how  many  Cases  do  you  suppose  that  occurred  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

You  know  only  of  Two  or  Three? 

I  only  know  of  Two  or  Three,  but  the  Words  of  the  Persons  in  attendance 
will  best  state  that. 

Do  you  happen  to  recollect  whether  those  were  venr  old  People,  or  young 
Children,  whose  Faeces  you  saw  lying  in  a  Puddle  on  the  Bed  ? 

1  think  they  were  old  ;  but  there  was  one  an  old  Woman,  very  fer  gone; 
she  was  supported  on  the  Chamber  Pot  by  Two  Persons,  One  on  each  Side; 
they  were  so  affected  by  the  Smell  that  one  of  them  was  vomiting  at  the  Time 
she  held  the  Woman, 

Then  that  poor  Woman's  Stool  did  not  go  on  the  Bed  ? 
No. 

With  respect  to  those  Persons  who  had  left  the  Puddle  on  the  Bed,  were 
they  old  or  young  Persons  ? 

I  think  they  were  old,  but  I  cannot  recollect  exactly. 
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You  cannot  recollect  their  Ages  nor  their  Sex  ?  Mr.  John  Bowen. 

I  recollect  this  old  Woman  ;  I  think  it  very  probable  I  might  have  seen 

perhaps  One  or  Two  old  Persons  besides,  and  One  or  Two  Children. 

Were  those  old  Men  or  old  Women  ? 

They  were  old  Men,  except  the  one  old  Woman. 

You  do  not  recollect  their  Ages  or  their  Names  ? 

No ;  I  think  one  of  them  was  James  Pocock ;  I  think  that  he  was  one- 

With  respect  to  the  Children  ;  were  they  Babies  ? 

No ;  I  have  seen  Children  of  Two  or  Three  Years  old  ;  they  pined  away  till 
their  Arms  were  not  so  big  as  my  Thumb ;  they  lost  all  Power  of  Retention. 

Do  you  recollect  their  Ages  ? 
No. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  they  were  Boys  or  Girls  ? 

It  is  impossible  to  recollect.  I  would  beg  to  state  there  were  upwards 
of  Twenty  Persons  in  that  State,  and  it  was  so  extremely  offensive  to  be 
amongst  them,  and  so  very  difficult  to  get  any  Person  to  see  what  was  neces- 
sary to  be  done,  that  I  did  not  register  their  Names  or  Ages  or  Sexes. 

You  say  there  were  Twenty  Persons  in  that  State  ;  do  you  mean  that  they 
were  Persons  in  a  State  that  they  were  unable  to  retain  their  Faeces  ? 

Certainly  not  all  of  them  at  that  Period  ;  some  in  one  Stage  and  some  in 
another. 

When  was  that  Period  ? 
The  21st  of  April. 

Were  not  you  a  Member  of  the  Board  at  the  Time  this  Man  was  sent  into 
the  Workhouse  ? 

No  ;  he  was  sent  into  the  Workhouse  in  December ;  I  was  elected  a  Member 
the  30th  of  the  following  March. 

Was  that  the  Week  ending  the  28th  of  April  ? 

No ;  the  Week  ending  the  21st  of  April.  There  were  Twenty  Persons 
entered  with  Bowel  Complaints  that  Week. 

In  some  Stage  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

They  were  in  different  Stages  of  Diarrhoea ;  they  complanied  of  Bowel 
Affections. 

Did  you  state  that  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
That  was  the  Day  that  the  Diet  was  changed. 

In  the  Week  from  the  14th  to  the  21st  of  April  there  were  Twenty  in  that 
State? 
Yes. 

Have  you  examined  the  Doctor's  Book  to  see  .whether  there  are  Twenty 
entered  ? 

Your  Lordships  have  it  before  you.  In  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  for 
the  Out-door  Sick  from  the  14.th  to  the  21st  of  April,  there  is,  first,  Cogle, 
John  ;  he  died  a  few  Days  afterwards;  he  was  very  much  reduced  at  the  Time ; 
he  was  so  far  worn  out  that  he  burst  a  Blood  Vessel  in  an  extreme  State  of 
Debility.  From  the  Inspection  of  the  Medical  Book  it  appears  that  there 
were  Twenty  Persons  affected  with  Diarrhoea  or  Bowel  Complaints  on  the 
21st  of  April  1837. 

Another  Point  in  which  you  find  fault  with  the  Board  is,  that  they  kept  the 
Persons  waiting  who  came  to  them  for  Relief;  but  you  say,  "  the  Time  is 
wasted  by  the  Orators  of  the  Board  in  frivolous  and  irrelevant  Harangues  ;'* 
ivhat  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

I  did  not  expect,  at  the  Time  I  wrote  that,  to  be  called  upon  to  explain  ; 
but  I  do  not  allude  to  any  thing  more  than  that  which  exists  in  Boards  com- 
posed of  Speech-making  Persons.  I  have  sat  there  till  Two  or  Three  o'Clock 
while  Gentlemen  were  making  Speeches  on  all  Sorts  of  Subjects. 
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Ji/r.  John  Baweti.        What  Sort  of  Subjects  were  they  discussing ;  were  they  discu^ing  Subjects 
-       connected  with  the  Management  of  the  Poor? 

Something  connected  with  the  Management  of  the  Poor,  or  the  House* 

Were  they  inquiring  how  they  could  keep  them  most  cheaply  ? 
They  were  doing  the  Business  of  the  Day  in  their  own  Way. 

You  say  they  were  propounding  Schemes  for  screwing  something  out  of  the 
Necessities  of  the  Poor  ? 
So  they  were. 

What  Sort  of  Schemes  were  they  propounding  ? 

I  cannot  give  an  Answer  to  that  Question  j  if  the  Minutes  of  the  Board 
were  referred  to,  it  would  appear  what  were  the  Subjects  before  the  Board 
Day  by  Day.  I  could  not  enter  into  their  Speeches.  I  have  no  Recollection 
of  them. 

Were  the  Poor  kept  waiting  while  those  Harangues  were  going  on  ? 
Yes  ;  but  they  have  improved  in  that  respect     I  can  only  state  that  I  am 
not  prepared  to  give  any  particular  Instance  of  Speech-making. 

During  a  Part  of  that  Time  the  Workhouse  was  building,  was  not  it  ? 

Yes. 

That  would  originate  a  great  deal  of  Discussion  ? 

There  was  a  great  deal  of  Discussion  on  Trifles.  I  do  not  mean  to  allude 
to  any  particular  Person  or  Persons  ;  but  it  will  be  generally  found  that  where 
a  Number  of  Persons  are  brought  together,  say  Thirty  Farmers  Half  respect- 
able in  Circumstances,  and  the  other  Half  perhaps  a  little  pinched,  such  Men 
are  not  in  the  habit  of  acting  in  concert  as  Persons  more  elevated  are,  and 
consequently  there  is  a  great  deal  of  loose  Talk. 

What  you  have  stated  arises  from  the  general  Feeling  of  what  would  be  the 
probable  Conduct  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  under  any  general  Circumstances, 
not  the  Bridgwater  Board  in  particular  ? 

And  from  the  Experience  that  much  more  Time  was  wasted  in  Talk  than 
in  Business. 

In  the  Vestries  under  the  old  Law,  was  there  no  Time  lost  in  their  Meetings  ? 
I  have  no  Recollection  of  ever  having  heard  Five  Minutes  good  Sense  at  a 
Vestry  Meeting  in  my  Life. 

Then  in  that  respect  the  Vestry  and  the  Board  of  Guardians  are  on  a  Par? 
Precisely  on  a  Par,  except  that  the  Vestry  was  open,  and  Folly  could  be 
reported ;  not  so  in  the  Board  of  Guardians. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  of  reporting  the  Folly  that  took  place  in  the  Vestry? 
I  have  seen  it  done. 

The  Follies  of  the  Guardians  must  have  been  reported,  or  you  could  not 
have  known  them  ? 

I  attended  Sixteen  Times,  and  that  was  quite  enough  to  convince  me  that 
there  was  very  much  more  Speech-making  than  was  necessary. 

If  your  Knowledge  had  not  extended  beyond  those  Sixteen  Times,  you 
would  perhaps  have  hardly  felt  yourself  justified  in  making  so  general  a 
Complaint  ?  ^ 

I  have  said  that  I  will  not  defend  any  Sentence  I  have  written  j  but  I 
should  perhaps  feel  as  strongly  as  I  have  done  on  that  Subject. 

You  must  have  formed  your  Idea  from  the  Report  of  others? 
Your  Lordships  must  be  perfectly  well  aware,  that  though  they  may  shut 
their  Doors  these  Things  will  get  out. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  Paupers  were  kept  waiting  out  of  Doors  ? 
No,  I  have  no  Knowledge  of  that. 

Have  you  any  Doubt  that  Paupers  were  kept  waiting  for  a  certain  Time  when 
Out-door  Relief  was  given  them  under  the  old  System  ? 

I  have  no  Doubt  they  were,  but  they  were  kept  waiting  in  their  own  Parishes. 
Under  the  new  Law  there  were  many  Persons  who  came  to  Bridgwater,  Six  or 
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Ei^t  Miles,  and  had  to  return ;  many  of  them  very  decr^it,  coming  in  from    Mr.  John  Bowm. 
the  distant  Parishes ;  they  had  to  wait  abwit  at  the  Board,  and  then  to  find      — - — 
their  Way  home. 

Have  you  not  known  them  kept  at  the  Door  of  the  Overseer  late  at  Night, 
and  oftentimes  in  bad  Weather  ? 

I  am  afraid  they  have  been  frequently  kept  at  the  Door  of  the  Overseer,  but 
it  is  not  within  my  own  Knowlec^ ;  I  never  kept  a  Man  for  an  Hour. 

When  they  are  waiting  for  the  Board  o£  Guardians,  they  are  waiting  in  a 
comfortable  warm  Room,  are  they  not  ? 
They  were  not  at  that  Time. 

Did  tiiqr  wait  out  of  Doors  ? 

The  Board  of  Guardians  at  that  Time  met  in  the  Grand  Jury  Room. 

Where  did  the  Paupers  wait  ? 

They  waited  in  the  Entrance  of  the  Court. 

They  were  not  exposed  to  the  Weather  ? 
They  were  not  exposed  to  Rain. 

Was  the  Place  warm  ? 

No ;  it  was  just  the  open  Entrance  of  a  Court  of  Justice. 

That  was  during  the  Erection  of  the  new  House  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  known  them  often  come  and  not  be  able  to  get  a  Hearing,  and 
have  to  return,  and  come  again. 
Yes,  very  frequently. 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  that  happening  under  the  old  System  ? 
Under  the  old  System  a  Man  would  have  no  Right  to  go  out  of  his  own 
Parish,  unless  he  summoned  the  Overseer. 

But  unless  he  did  summon  the  Overseer  he  could  get  no  Redress  ? 
No ;  but  now  he  has  no  one  to  summon,  and  is  compelled  to  go  out  of  his 
Parish. 

No  one  forces  him  to  go  out  now,  does  he  ;  the  Relieving  Officer  does  not 
insist  that  any  Pauper  shall  attend  the  Board  unless  he  has  a  Doubt  about  his 
Case? 

The  Practice  of  the  Bridgwater  Board  has  been  a  very  bad  one ;  Persons 
able  to  move  at  all  have  been  brought  to  the  Board.  If  the  Relieving  Officer 
had  a  Discretion  to  relieve  as  large  a  Number,  perhaps,  as  Two  Thirds  of  the 
Persons  who  had  applied,  very  much  Suffering  would  have  been  prevented. 

When  you  were  a  Guardian  did  you  endeavour  to  prevent  that? 
I  did,  by  asking  the  Relieving  Officer  why  he  did  not  reUeve,  and  report  the 
Case. 

What  was  his  Reply  to  that  ? 

He  s^d  that  had  not  been  the  Practice. 

Did  you  endeavour  to  prevent  that  Suffering  by  proposing  a  Change  of 
Practice  ? 

^  Only  by  my  general  Conduct.     I  generally,  when  I  saw  a  strong  Case, 
asked  the  Relieving  Officer  why  the  Person  was  brought  forward  at  all. 

Did  you  ever  remark  to  the  Board  that  you  thought  it  was  a  Pity  that  Persons 
were  brought  forward  ? 
I  have  proposed  no  Resolution ;  I  have  made  a  Remark. 

How  was  it  answered  ? 

It  was  not  answered  in  any  other  Way  but  that  the  People  must  be  brought 
up  to  speak  for  themselves. 

Are  you  not  aware  that  unless  they  do  come  to  speak  for  themselves  gieat 
Fraud  is  effected  in  respect  of  the  Necessity  for  Rehef  ? 
No  Doubt  in  some  Cases  it  may  be. 
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Mr.  John  Botten.       In  the  Case  of  an  able-bodied  Man,  who  applied  on  the  Ground  of  being  out 

of  Work,  how  would  the  Board  satisfy  themselves,  without  his  Presence,  that 

he  was  out  of  Employment? 

If  he  were  an  able-bodied  Man  and  out  of  Work,  he  ought  to  come. 

Would  it  not  be  better  to  examine  the  Men  in  their  own  Parishes,  to  prevent 
Fraud,  than  to  bring  them  Ten  Miles  ? 

It  would  not  only  be  easier  for  the  Pauper  but  better  for  the  Business  of  the 
Board.  I  think  the  Relieving  Officer  and  the  Overseer,  having  the  Board  to 
check  them  on  the  present  System,  being  under  the  habitual  View  of  the 
Guardians,  the  Overseers  and  the  Relieving  Officer  may  do  much  without 
brfaging  the  Person  before  the  Board  at  all.  If  the  Board  were  to  be  con- 
sidered the  Place  where  doubtful  Persons, — Persons  of  suspicious  Character,^ 
should  be  brought*  while  those  Persons  on  whose  Necessity  no  Question 
could  be  raised  were  to  be  relieved  by  the  Relieving  Officer,  the  Guardian, 
and  the  Parish  Officers,  very  much  individual  Suffering  would  be  pre- 
vented. 

Suppose  the  Relieving  Officer  and  the  Overseer  to  act  in  a  harsh  or  oppressive 
Way,  where  must  the  Appeal  be  brought ;  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

Certainly  ;  then  the  Board  would  be  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  such  Cases,  and 
not  be  a  Board  of  first  instance. 

That  is  very  like  the  old  Practice ;  when  the  Application  was  ia  the  first 
instance  to  the  Overseer,  and  if  the  Overseer  did  not  do  Justice  there  was 
an  Appeal  to  the  Magistrates  ? 

Yes,  something  like  that. 

Those  Appeals  were  frequent  ? 

Yes,  in  some  Instances ;  during  the  Four  Years  I  was  connected  with 
Bridgwater  there  was  only  One  Appeal  to  the  Magistrates  against  the  Over- 
seers. 

Did  not  a  great  Portion  of  the  Business  of  the  Petty  Sessions  consist  in 
hearing  Appeals  from  Paupers  ? 
In  several  Parts  of  the  Country  it  did,  but  I  never  met  with  it. 

You  are  not  aware  whether  the  Business  of  the  Fetty  Sessions  has  very 
much  decreased  in  consequence  of  those  Applications  ceasing  ? 
1  should  think  that  probably  is  the  Case. 

Are  not  the  Magistrates  who  would  constitute  the  Court  of  Appeal  Members 
of  the  same  Board,  namely,  the  Board  of  Guardians,  that  judge  of  it  now  ? 
They  are. 

There  are  the  same  Persons  sitting  and  judging,  but  under  different  Names? 
V/e  have  the  same  Persons,  but  in  different  Capacities;  in  the  former  Case 
they  were  bound  to  administer  the  Law.. 

Are  they  not  bound  to  administer  the  Law  now  ? 

Yes,  as  far  as  their  own  individual  Votes  go  ;  but  there  is  nothing  to  prev-ent 
their  being  out- voted,  as  they  are  in  some  Cases,,  Two-fold  or  Three-fold* 

Your  Objection  is^  that  the  ReHeving  Officer  had  not  the  Pawer  of  uang 
his  own  Discretion  to  relieve  a  Pauper,  but  they  were  all  obliged  to  appear 
before  the  Board? 

Yes. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  the  Relieving  Officer  never  did  relieve  any  Persons 
without  their  coming  before  the  Board  ? 

No ;  there  were  some  Cases  of  extreme  Destitution  where  he  did  relieve 
them  ;  but  they  generally  came.  I  have  been  questioned  rather  on  Matters  of 
Opinion  than  on  Matters  of  Fact.  I  believe  that  if  the  Relieving  Officer  had 
a  greater  Discretion,  and  that  was  exercised  under  the  Direction  of  the  Over- 
seer  and  the  Guardians  of  the  Parish,  there  would  be  nmch  Distress  pre- 
vented. 

In  such  a  Case  the  Pauper  would  in  point  of  fact  have  an  Appeal  to  the 
Guardians  from  the  Decision  of  the  Relieving  Officer  ? 
If  the  Decision  of  the  Relieving  Officer  was  made  on  the  particular  Point 

I  think 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.       938 

I  think  that  if  the  Board  of  Guardians  looked  upon  themselves  as  having  to    ^'*  •^<''"*  Bowen. 

decide  between  the  Pauper,  the  Relieving  Officer,  and  the  Overseers,  and  the 

Guardian  of  the  Parish,  provided  the  System  stood  as  it  is,  they  would  act  in 
a  much  more  liberal  Manner  than  they  do  at  present. 

You  think  the  Relieving  Officer  not  using  the  Discretion  you  refer  to  tends 
to  make  the  Board  of  Guardians  less  liberal  in  dealing  with  the  Poor  ? 

Very  much  so ;  for  they  have  the  whole  Circumstances  of  the  District 
brought  before  them.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  mention  One  Fact  that 
happened  about  a  Fortnight  or  Three  Weeks  before  I  came  up  :  The  quarterly 
Revision  of  the  Pauper  List  was  entered  on,  which  is  provided  for  in  the  Act. 
There  was  a  Circular  Letter,  I  think,  sent  to  the  Guardians  generally,  but  I 
know  there  was  such  Communication  made  to  the  Guardians  and  Overseers  of 
Bridgwater,  requesting  them  to  examine  and  revise  themselves  the  Pauper 
List  of  their  own  Parish.  There  were  Four  Overseers,  Four  Churchwardens, 
and  Five  Guardians  for  Bridgwater, — Thirteen  Persons,  with  the  Assistance 
of  the  Relieving  Officer ;  they  were  to  revise  the  Pauper  List ;  and  they 
revised  that  List,  and  recommended,  I  think.  Twenty-four  old  Persons  to 
receive  Sixpence  a  Week  in  addition  to  what  they  had  received, — they  had 
received  is.  6d.  a  Week,  and  they  recommended  them  to  be  allowed  3^. ;  that 
was  rgected  by  the  Board  upon  that  Bye  Law  which  your  Lordships  made 
some  Kemarks  upon,  or  rather  asked  me  some  Questions  upon,  on  the  First 
Day  I  was  examined,  declaring  that  the  Widows  were  to  receive  2s.  6d.  a  Week, 
except  in  Cases  of  extreme  Destitution;  those  were  so  in  the  Opinions  of 
Thirteen  Persons  who  knew  all  the  Circumstances  of  the  Case,  and  had  not 
the  smallest  Wish  for  Extravagance ;  but  the  Board  rejected  it 

What  is  the  Bye  Law  to  which  you  refer  ? 

That  Widows  and  aged  Men  should  receive  2^.  6rf.  a  Week,  except  in  Cases 
of  extreme  Necessity.  The  Board  rejected  nearly  all  Cases  as  not  being  Cases 
of  extreme  Necessity,  or  admitted  very  few.  In  this  Case  there  were  iSiirteen 
Persons,  all  of  whom  had  an  Interest  m  keeping  down  the  Rate,  and  they  must 
be  supposed,  I  think,  to  affi^rd  as  fair  a  Board  for  deciding  on  the  Claims  of 
their  own  Parishioners  as  can  be  constituted ;  still  their  Proposition  was  out- 
voted by  the  Board,  but  they  brought  it  forward  the  next  Week,  and  succeeded 
in  carrying  it,  but  after  such  an  Opposition  and  with  so  much  Trouble  that 
I  heard  a  general  Expression  of  Determination  not  to  trouble  themselves  to 
do  it  again.  I  should  be  perhaps^  out  of  place  in  recommending  this  strongly 
to  your  Lordships  Consideration,  but  1  conceive  that  with  the  Board  of 
Guardians  checking  the  other  Officers  a  great  deal  of  the  Inconveniences  and 
the  Hardships  of  the  System  may  be  done  away. 


Not  interfering  in  the  first  instance  ? 
Nc;  considenng  themselves  as  a  Co 


a  Court  of  Appeal. 

Has  not  the  Relieving  Officer  practically  relieved  many  Persons  without 
waiting  for  the  Decision  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

Yes ;  if  your  Lordships  will  go  into  the  List  you  will  find  many  relieved 
by  him. 

Has  that  Relief  been  generally  confirmed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians,  or 
objected  to  ? 

The  Relieving  Officer  under  those  Circumstances  affi^rds  what  is  called 
casual  ReUef,  which  extends  only  to  the  next  Board  Day,  when  the  Board  deals 
with  it  according  to  the  Circumstances  of  the  Case,  under  the  Operation  of 
their  JBye  Laws. 

Do  you  know  that  invariably  after  the  Relieving  Officer  has  affi^rded  that 
casual  Relief,  and  made  his  Report  to  the  Board,,  they  insist  on  the  Pauper 
coming  before  them  ? 

Not  invariably  ;  but  I  should  say  that  is  their  general  Practice. 

In  the  Pamphlet  you  delivered  In,  which  is  a  Second  Edition  of  Letters  to 
the  Editor  of  the  Times  on  the  Reform  Poor  Law,  you  say :  "  Deaths  of  Con- 
victs in  the  Hulks,  2*3  per  Cent. ;  Deaths  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  41-4 
per  Cent**    Is  that  the  real  State  of  the  Fact  ? 

Yes. 
051.26.)  6  B  3  Will 
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Mr,  John  Boicen.        WUl  you  tum  to  Page  37  of  that  Pamphlet ;  you  say  that  on  the  Average  of 

Two  Years  there  were  2,800  Persons  in  the  Hulks  ? 

I  can  give  an  Authority  for  that. 

You  mean  it  to  be  taken  that  there  were  2,800  Persons  in  the  Hulks  ? 
Yes. 

Jn  tjie  Bridgwater  Workhouse  the  Average  Number  of  Inmates  is  Ninety, 
four? 
Yes. 

That  out  of  that  Number  Thirty-nine  died  in  the  Year ;  do  you  mean  to 
say  that  Thirty-nine  out  of  Ninetjr-four  died  in  the  Year  ? 
The  Average  Number  is  tak^i  in  both  Cases. 

2,800  is  not  only  the  Average  Number  but  the  Number  admitted  during  the 
Year? 

No  ;  that  is  given  as  the  Average.  May  I  be  permitted  upon  that  Subject 
to  state,  that  when  I  published  the  Working  of  the  new  Poor  Law  in  the  Bridff- 
.water  Union  I  did  not  publish  any  comparative  Reasonings  at  all ;  I  mere^ 
stated  that  John  Bunden  and  Harriet  So-and-so  had  been  brought  to  an 
untimely  Death  in  that  Union  ;  but  instead  of  that  Statement  having  attracted 
the  public  Attention  in  liie  Way  which  would  have  afforded  Hope  of  Amelio- 
ration,  this  very  Charge  was  referred  to  the  Persons  who  had  committed  that 
Offence,  and  they  reported  upon  it.  I  had  gone  on  to  the  End  of  the  Chapter 
in  that  Way,  and  therefore  I  put  the  Deaths  in  that  Form  which  called  public 
Attention  to  the  Subject;  and  it  has  been  brought  before  vour  Lordships. 
I  determined  to  bring  it  before  the  Public  over  again.  If  that  comparative 
Result  would  not  have  done  it,  I  would  have  tried  whether  there  was  any 
other  Way  to  bring  it  before  the  Public,  to  have  it  determined  whether  those 
Persons  died  fairly. 

That  Comparison  of  Deaths  per  Cent,   introduces  Numbers  which  have 
nothing  to  do  with  one  another  ? 
They  are  strictly  correct  according  to  the  Data. 

Do  they,  in  your  Opinion,  give  a  fair  Impression  to  the  Public  of  the 
Mortality  in  that  Workhouse  ? 

I  thought  I  could  not  state  them  better.  In  correcting  my  Evidence  I 
observe  in  the  Answer  to  a  Question  whether  it  would  not  have  been  better  to 
have  taken  the  whole  Number,  I  stated,  that  it  might  have  been  better.  On 
reconsidering  that  Subject  I  think  it  would  not  have  been  better ;  I  think  the 
Average  Number  being  usually  referred  to,  and  the  Average  Number  speci- 
fically stated  as  the  Number  on  which  the  Deaths  were  calculated,  the 
Average  Number  in  the  Workhouse  was  the  Number  to  be  brought  before  the 
Public. 

You  mean  to  say  that  the  Average  Number  of  Persons  is  to  be  taken  as 
compared  with  the  whole  Number  of  Deaths  ? 
Yes. 

Suppose  the  whole  Number  of  Deaths  had  been  Five  per  Week,  and  that 
Five  Persons  came  into  the  Workhouse  each  Week,  so  that  the  Average 
Number  had  continued  precisely  the  same,  how  would  you  have  stated  tiie 
Case? 

I  am  not  prepared  to  say  how  I  should  state  that,  in  order  to  satisfy  myself 
and  the  Public,  but  I  should  state  it  fairly. 

Would  it  have  been  stated  that  there  were  260  Deaths  on  an  Average 
Number  of  100? 

Yes  ;  it  would  have  been  stated  that  the  Number  of  Deaths  was  at  the  Rate 
of260  per  Cent. 

How  could  there  be  260  Deaths  per  Cent  on  a  Number  of  100  ? 
I  should  have  stated  it  at  the  Rate  of  260. 

How  could  it  be  at  the  Rate  of  260  per  Cent. ;  is  not  that  a  Contradiction  ? 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  Statement  is  correct.     The  Statement  consists  of 

Two   Heads;   first,  the  Number  of  Persons  generally  in  the  Workhouse; 

1^  secondly, 
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secondly,  the  Time*    It  is  possible  for  the  Deaths  to  be  at  the  Rate  of  1,000    Mr,  John  howen. 

per  Cent  per  Annum.    Suppose  the  whole  100  Persons  die  in  One  Month,       

the  Deaths  would  then  be  at  the  Rate  of  1,200  per  Cent,  per  Annum.  It  is 
so  far  from  being  a  Contradiction,  that  it  is  the  universal  Mode  of  stating 
the  Thing  ;  and,  as  far  as  I  have  had  Access  to  public  Documents,  I  know  of 
no  other. 

You  state  that  there  can  be  260  Deaths  on  an  Aveiage  of  100  ? 
Yes,  there  may  be  260  Deaths  per  Annum. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  260  Persons  could  die  out  of  100  Persons  ? 
If  I  have  said  any  thing  so  foolish  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  dismiss  me 
from  this  Table  as  an  Idiot,  incapable  of  givmg  Evidence. 

Do  you  mean  to  take  that  Number  of  Thirty-nine  Deaths  for  the  same 
Period  for  which  you  take  the  Average  of  Ninety-four  ? 

I  mean  to  say  there  was  an  Average  of  Ninety-four  Persons  in  the  Poor- 
house. 

In  what  Period  ;  in  a  Twelvemonth  ? 

Yes ;  it  appears  that  there  were  Thii-ty-nine  Deaths  in  Twelve  Months, 
between  the  15th  of  July  and  the  15th  of  July. 

The  Average  Number  in  the  House  for  the  Twelvemonth  being  Ninety-four, 
the  total  Number  of  Deaths  for  the  same  Twelvemonth  is  Thirty-nine  ? 
Yes. 

Is  that  similar  to  the  Calculation  you  have  made  that  People  might  die  for 
One  Month  at  the  Rate  of  1,200  per  Cent,  per  Annum  ? 

Your  Lordship  puts  a  supposititious  Case,  and  I  can  only  answer  that  by 
putting  another, — that  it  is  possible  for  Persons  to  die  at  a  greater  Rate  per 
Cent,  per  Annum  than  100  per  Cent. 

Tf  you  take  as  your  Data  the  total  Number  of  Deaths,  and  the  Average 
Number  of  Persons  at  the  same  Period,  is  it  possible  that  more  than  100  per 
Cent,  may  die  during  that  Period  ? 

I  really  do  not  understand  the  Question. 

If  that  is  the  Average  Number  of  Persons  for  a  Year,  can  the  total  Number 
of  Deaths  per  Cent,  be  greater  than  that  of  the  Number  of  Persons  ? 

Certainly,  because  it  is  declared  to  be  the  Average  Number,  and  that  pre- 
sumes a  larger  Number  as  well  as  a  smaller  Number.  But  I  must  beg  leave  to 
say,  that  I  never  considered  this  comparative  Statement  any  Part  of  the  Case 
further  than  it  assisted  me  in  bringing  effectively  before  the  Public  what  I 
considered  a  Case  of  helpless  Persons  having  been  brought  to  an  untimely 
Death  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  under  the  Regulations  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners. 

Are  you  not  aware  that  the  greatest  Quantity  of  Crime  is  committed  by 
Persons  in  Vigour,  whose  Passions  are  very  active,  and  whose  Prospect  of 
Life  is  the  greatest ;  and  that  therefore  it  would  be  quite  unfair  to  institute  a 
Comparison  between  the  Population  of  the  Hulks  at  Woolwich,  which  is  the 
most  favourable  to  the  Duration  of  Human  Life,  and  the  Population  of  a 
Workhouse,  a  large  Proportion  of  whose  Population  consists  of  aged  and 
decayed  Persons  ? 

There  is  a  very  great  Difference  ;  but  that  comparative  Statement  has  done 
that  which  I  wished  it  to  do.  It  has  in  part  been  the  Means  of  bringino* 
before  your  Lordships  this  Subject. 

Did  you  mean  to  state  that  41  out  of  every  100  who  passed  through  the 
Workhouse  died  ? 
I  have  already  frequently  declared  that  I  meant  no  such  Thing, 

If  that  is  the  Way  in  which  it  has  been  understood,  have  you  done  any 
thing:  to  correct  that  Understanding  ? 

.^f  conceive  it  would  be  highly  mischievous  to  attempt  to  rectify  it  until  there 

'  has  been  a  Decision  by  your  Lordships  as  to  whether  those  Persons  were 

fairly  brought  to  their  Deaths.     An  Extract  was  read   the  other  Day,  from 

vrhich  it  appeared  that  a  Person  had  so  used  vay  Statement.     I  should,  in  any 
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Mr.  Joim  Bowen.    Explanation,  still  go  back  to  ray  general  Statement,  that  the  Deaths  have  been 
■  41*4  on  the  Average ;  but  I  shaJl  not  lose  any  Opportunity  of  removing  a 

false  Impression  where  I  conceive  it  can  be  safely  done. 

By  reference  to  all  the  other  Statements  you  bring  in  contrast  with  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse,  it  appears  that  they  are  made  on  an  Average  of  the 
whole  Number  of  Persons  ;  first,  of  all  who  were  in  the  course  of  a  Year  in 
the  General  Military  Hospital  at  Fort  Pitt ;  secondly,  of  the  Patients  treated 
in  Nineteen  Hospitals;  thirdly,  of  sick  Prisoners  in  the  House  of  Correction ; 
fourthly,  of  Prisoners  in  the  Hulks ;  fifthly,  of  Deaths  in  all  England ;  and 
sixthly,  of  Deaths  in  the  British  Navy  ;  whereas  it  appears  that  you  make  your 
Calculation  as  to  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  on  the  daily  Average  ? 

On  the  weekly  Average. 

Can  that  by  possibility  give  a  fair  Result  ? 

No,  not  without  reasoning ;  but  if  it  puts  your  Lordships  and  other  Persons 
on  the  Process  of  reasoning  why  there  should  be  such  a  Difference,  my  Object 
is  gained. 

Is  that  the  Reason  for  making  a  Comparison  which  is  no  Comparison  at  all? 
I  think  it  is  a  fair  Comparison. 

Are  you  prepared  to  say  that  the  Number  per  Cent,  is  upon  the  total  Number 
of  Persons  employed  in  Her  Majesty's  Naval  Service  in  the  Year,  or  the  Number 
of  Seamen  voted  ? 

It  stands  on  Sir  Gilbert  Blane's  Evidence  as  being  on  the  Number  of  Persons 
in  the  Service  ;  the  Vote  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

There  is  another  Comparison  you  have  made  between  the  new  Union 
Workhouse  and  the  old  Workhouse  in  respect  of  Deaths  ;  that  Comparison,  as 
far  as  you  can  judge,  is  fair  ? 

Perfectly. 

And  it  shows  the  greater  Number  of  Deaths  that  took  place  in  the  new 
Workhouse  than  in  the  old  ? 
Yes. 

That  is  not  what  you  put  on  the  First  Page  of  your  Pamphlet? 

I  gave  the  Difference  to  which  your  Lordship  has  alluded,  the  one  being  the 
total  Number ;  and  I  therefore  take  only  in  the  Title  the  Number  of  Persons 
;n  the  Hulks  ;  they  were  returned  by  Mr.  Capper  as  being  the  Average. 

All  those  Returns  of  Persons  in  the  Hulks,  Persons  in  the  Navy,  &c.,  which 
are  the  Ground-work  of  your  Comparison,  are  in  the  best  State  for  the 
Continuation  of  Life,  except  those  in  the  Workhouse? 

No ;  there  are  a  great  Number  from  the  Hospitals.  I  might  have  very 
materially  increased  this  List.  I  had  the  Means  of  taking  the  Number  of 
Persons  in  the  London  Fever  Hospital,  and  showing  that  the  Deaths  among 
them  are  less  than  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse. 

You  have  ascertained  as  well  as  you  can  the  Average  during  the  Year  ? 
Yes. 

You  take  the  Deaths  during  the  Year  ? 
Yes. 

You  compare  the  one  with  the  other  ? 
Yes. 

Will  you  state  any  Observations  you  have  to  make  upon  the  Cases  of  the 
Men  referred  to  in  Page  51  of  your  Pamphlet? 

*'  Towards  the  End  of  December  last,  having  seen  several  Pauper  Funerals 
pass  my  Window,  I  called  at  the  old  Workhouse  to  obtain  some  Information 
on  the  Subject.  I  was  there  informed  that  some  frightful  Disease  had  in  a 
short  Time  swept  off  many  of  the  old  Inmates.*' 

Who  told  you  that? 

The  Governor  of  the  Workhouse. 
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When  was  that?  Mr.JohnBwm. 

It  says  towards  the  End  of  December.  " 

In  what  Year  ? 

Last  Year,  1837.  **On  inspecting  the  Minutes  of  tlie  Board,  the  Medical 
Weekly  Return,  and  the  Visitors  Book,  I  found  that  not  the  slightest  Allusion 
had  been  made  to  this  terrific  Visitation." 

The  Visitation  of  which  Six  Persons  had  died  ? 

Yes.  "  Even  the  Obituary,  out  of  Eleven  Deaths  consecutively  recorded, 
only  contained  Twp  Entries  in  the  Column,  headed  *  Reference  to  Surgeon's 
Book."* 

[The  Book  is  shoTvn  to  the  Witness.] 

Is  the  Book  in  the  same  State  in  which  it  was  ? 

It  is  not ;  the  Book  has  be«i  filled  up  since  that  Time. 

Will  you  show  how  it  has  been  altered? 

This  Book  was  examined  bv  me  in  January,  and  at  that  Time  there  were 
only  Two  Names  against  which  there  were  Entries  of  the  Disease  of  which 
they  were  stated  to  nave  died. 

Do  you  swear  that  ? 
Yes. 

At  the  Time  you  made  this  Memorandum  did  you  take  your  Statement  from 
the  Book? 

Yes. 

You  swear  that  it  was  not  filled  up  at  that  Time  ? 

Yes. 

State  distinctly  how  it  has  been  altered  since  that  Time  j  what  has  been 

There  are  Entries,  "  7th  of  December,  William  Gill,  Inflammation  of  the 
Bowels,"  and  "Nicholas  Starkey,  natural  Decay;"  those  Two  I  am  now 
reading'  were  filled  up  previously,  but  there  are  Eleven  Deaths  recorded  of 
which  the  Disease  of  onfy  those  Two  was  recorded  at  the  Time  I  examined 

the  Book. 
Read  the  Names  of  those  that  have  been  since  filled  up  ? 
The  first  that  was  not  then  entered  is,  «  Mary  Sage,  Consumption." 

Was  the  Name  entered  ? 

Yes  •  but  the  Disease  was  not  filled  up.  "  Sellick,  Martha,  Hydrothorax;" 
the  Disease  was  not  filled  up  at  the  Time.  «  Pollard,  Edward,  Putrid  Fever." 

Was  that  filled  up  at  the  Time  ?  ^,    ,  „   , 

No.     "  Gregory,  Sarah,    Putrid  Fever,"   not   filled   up  ;    "  Clark,"   (no 

Christian  Name,)  *•  Convulsions ;"   the  same  as  to  the  next  Two ;   «  Watts, 

Esau,  Ague  and  Debility." 

Was  that  filled  up?  ^  ^    ,>    .    „ 

No.    "  Rowsell,  James,  Congestion  of  the  Brain. 

Was  that  filled  up  ? 

No.     «  Jarman,  Edward,  Hemiplegia." 

Was  that  filled  up  at  the  Time? 

No.     "  Parrish,  George,  Pneumonia." 

Was  that  filled  up?  ^,     .^     .        -„    ,„ 

No.    The  next  was,  *'  Francis  James,  MortificaUon  of  Feet 

Who  kept  that  Book? 

The  Governor  of  the  Workhouse,  I  beheve. 

Do  you  know  the  Handwriting  of  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse? 
No.    I  do  not  think  he  made  the  Entries  in  the  Book  himself. 

What  was  the  Name  of  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  at  the  Time  ? 
James  Gover. 
(151.26.)  6  C  That 
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Mr.  John  Bowk.       That  was  the  old  Workhouse  ? 
— Yes. 

The  following  Entries  are  read  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return : 

Mary  Sage.     Nature  of  Disease,  old  Lung  Disease;  2Sd  October.    Died,  Sd  Notertber, 
from  Lung  Disease,  not  the  Disease  tar  wbicn  iht  was  admitted. 
Martha  Sillick,  13th  November;  Hydroihorak* 
Edward  Pollard,  23d  November;  Putrid  Fever.    Dead 

Sarah  Gr^ory,  28dNovember,  Inflammatory  Fever ;  28th  November,  JPutrid  Pever.  Deal 
Charlotte  Clarke,  5th  December;  Confinement 
William  Gill,  Yth  December;  neither  Disease  tiior  Death  mentioned. 
Nicholas  Starkey,  the  same  Day ;  no  Disease. 

Esau  Watts,  11th  December ;  general  Derangement  of  System  |  aged  78.    Dead* 
James  Rosehill,  8th  December;  Encepliolitas.     Dead. 
Edward  Jarmin,  14th  December;  Hesniplqgia. 
George  Parrish,  22d  December;  Pneamonia.    Dead. 

Whose  Book  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Ward's.  This  shows  that  the  Obituary  was  not  at  the  Inne  filled  up* 
"  On  inquiring  into  all  this  suspicious  Concealment,  it  appeared  that  on  the 
3d  of  November  the  Inmates  of  the  House  were  unusually  free  from  Disease  ;** 
that  is  entered  in  the  Medical  Book.  *<  On  the  4th  a  wandering  Vagrant, 
lousy,  itched,  and  in  a  high  Fever,  described  as  follows,  appears  fof  the  first 
Time  in  the  *  Medical  Weekly  Return,'  among  the  helpless  old  Inmates  of  the 
Workhouse,  who  had  no  Opportunity  of  escaping  beyond  the  Reach  of 
Infection." 

What  was  the  Name  of  that  Man  ? 

The  Entry  is,  ^*  Briffit,  John,  aced  Twenty-eight.  Disease :— Congestien  of 
the  Brain.     Obser\'ation : — ^This  Man  will  in  all  Probability  not  recover." 

Did  he  recover  ? 

He  did  ultimately  recover;  but  James  Rowsell,  a  poor  Man,  who  was 
appointed  to  attend  on  htm,  was  seized  with  the  same  Disorder,  and  died  after 
a  few  Days  Illness.  Another  poor  Man^  George  Parish,  who  nursed  Rowsell, 
was  seized  in  his  Turn,  and  was  carried  off  with  Four  other  Persons. 

With  the  same  Complaint? 

Yes;  all  declared,  by  the  Governor,  the  Matron,  and  the  Woman  who 
assisted  in  nursing,  to  have  been  seized  in  nearly  the  same  Manner. 

After  this  diseased  Man  had  been  brought  intb  the  Workhou^  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  his  Complaint  ? 

It  is  described  by  the  Matron,  the  Nurse,  and  the  Governor  as  a  tM^ignant 
Fever.     It  is  not  entered  as  Fever  but  as  Congestion  of  the  Brain. 

How  are  the  others  entered  ? 

Rowsell  was  said  to  have  died  of  Congestion  of  the  Head,  which  I  suppose 
means  the  same  Thing  as  Congestion  of  the  Brain  ;  Jarman  was  said  to  have 
died  of  Determination  of  Blood  to  the  Head  ;  Gill  they  have  not  ventured  to 
give  any  Cause  of  Death,  or  to  carry  out  his  Death  at  all  j  it  says,  William  Gill, 
with  Two  or  Three  Figures  carried  out,  there  is  no  Disease  nor  is  his  Death 
carried  out  j  Watts  is  said  to  have  been  seized  with  Ague,  afterwards  **  Extreme 
Debility-" 

He  died? 

He  did.    The  next  Man,  Starkey,  has  written  against  him,  "  No  Disease." 

He  was  Eighty-five  Years  of  Age  ? 

Yes.  But  the  Evidence  of  those  Persons  whom  I  have  named  goes  to  the 
Fact  that  all  those  Six  poor  Persons  were  seized  with  precisely  the  same 
Disease.  I  would  wish  to  say,  there  is  no  Disease  written  against  Starke/s 
Name.  He  was  seized  on  December  the  4th,  and  he  died  on  the  7th  ;  but  in 
the  Doctor's  Book,  which  ought  to  have  recorded  his  Death,  there  is  no 
Notice  of  his  Death  at  all. 

Who  is  the  Doctor? 

Mr*  Ward.    The  next  is  Parrish  j  there  is  "  Pneumonia "  written  i^inst 
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him,  and  he  is  entered  as  dead.    The  Point  I  would  wish  to  bring  heSf^re  jour    Mf*John  Bowetu 
Lordships  is  this,  that  between  the  7th  of  December  and  the  27th  of  December,  ■ 

that  is  Twenty  Days,  those  Six  poor  old  Men  died^  and  the  Persons  who  had  to 
attend  them  say  that  they  all  died  of  Fever. 

Who  were  tho$e  Person*  ? 

James  Grover,  Jane  Gover  the  Matron,  Mary  Reed  the  Nurse,  and  James 
Barnard,  a  Pauper  who  assisted  in  nursing.  There  were  Seven  Persons  seized, 
a&d  Six  of  them  died  in  a  few  Days. 

Do  you  impute  Blame  to  the  Surgeon  for  not  making  out  a  proper  Return, 
or  to  the  Authorities  for  admitting  a  Vagrant  with  an  infectious  Disease  ? 

I  impute  no  l^lame  individually.  I  only  say  that  in  that  Workhouse  a  Man 
said  to  labour  under  an  infectious  Disease  was  brought  in,  and  Six  Persons 
died  of  that  infectious  Disease,  and  the  Death  of  those  Persons  are  not  en- 
tepec^  or  ^r^  entered  in  a  very  suspicious  Manner. 

And  that  the  Entries  in  the  Obituary  have  been  made  since  your  Inspection 
of  ^he  Book? 

Yes.  There  is  an  Entry  in  the  Visiting  Book  dated  the  24th  November  1837, 
tb^  next  Entry,  with  an  Observation,  **  Rather  offensive  in  the  Sick  Wards  ;'* 
this  Entry  is  neither  dated  nor  signed,  and  I  have  no  Means  of  knowing  who 
made  it. 

By  whom  is  that  usually  entered  ? 

By  the  Visitor  of  the  Day.  But  I  would  call  your  Lordships  Attention  to 
the  Fact  that  the  last  Entry  is  dated  November  the  22d ;  there  is  therefore  no 
Entry  for  the  greater  Part  of  the  Period  during  which  those  Six  Persons  who 
died  were  lying  ill.  There  does  not  appear  on  the  Visitors  Book  any  Entry 
of  such  Disease  existing  in  the  House,  or  any  Notice  taken  of  it. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  besides  the  Instances  of  Omission  there  are  many 
Cases  of  Diarrhoea  not  entered  ? 
No,  not  of  Diarrhoea. 

Your  Belief  is,  that  this  Vagrant  brought  in  an  infectious  Disease  ? 

I  hope  your  Lordships  will  remember  I  never  saw  the  Vagrant,  nor  any  of 
those  Persons ;  I  only  saw  Four  or  Five  or  Six  Burials  pass  my  Window  in  a 
short  Time,  and  I  mquired  the  Cause,  and  found  the  Books  in  the  State  I 
have  spoken  of. 

That  was  the  Impression  that  was  made  on  your  Mind,  that  it  arose  from  a 
Vagrant  having  been  admitted  with  an  infectious  Disease  ? 

I  have  not  the  smallest  Doubt  of  it,  and  I  do  not  think  the  smallest  Doubt 
can  be  thrown  upon  it  of  any  Kind. 

Suppose  this  Vagrant  was  in  the  infectious  State  in  which  you  suppose  him 
to  have  been,  how  could  the  Authorities  who  were  bound  to  relieve  him  in  his 
thickness  do  so  without  in  some  way  or  other  endangering  the  Persons  who  had 
to  attend  upon  him  ? 

They  could  have  hired  a  separate  Room  or  hired  a  Lodging  for  him. 

The  Person  who  attended  upon  him  would  have  been  capable  of  commu- 
nicating  that  Infection  he  received  ? 

I  must  beg  altogether  to  decline  reasoning  upon  these  Cases.  I  am  ready 
to  speak  to  Facts ;  I  know  nolJiiug  more  of  these  Cases  than  the  Information 
I  have  received  from  Persons  to  whom  I  have  spoken. 

Have  not  you  reasoned  upon  those  Facts  in  this  Pamphlet? 

I  have,  but  very  slightly.  Perhaps  the  better  Way  would  be  to  permit  me 
to  read  what  I  have  said  upon  it : — that  Cases  of  infectious  Disease  have  been 
severe  in  the  Workhouse,  where  Persons  are  constantly  received  with  con- 
tagious Diseases,  who  have  had  Persons  to  attend  upon  them. 

Is  it  not  the  Practice  in  Medical  Hospitals  to  put  a  Person  with  an  infectious 
Disease  in  a  separate  Apartment  ? 
No  Doubt  01  it 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.       This  was  in  the  old  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

In  the  new  Workhouse  there  is  perhaps  a  separate  Room  to  put  such  a  Person 
into? 

There  is  no  separate  Building.  There  have  been  many  Fever  Cases  in  the 
House,  and  they  are  put  into  the  Room  called  "  The  Fever  Ward." 

There  were  many  Houses  in  Bridgwater  they  might  have  got  to  put  this  Man 
into,  were  not  there  ? 
Yes. 

They  must  have  got  a  Person  to  attend  upon  him  in  that  Case  ? 
Yes  J  Haifa  Dozen  might  have  been  got,  if  necessary. 

Would  not  Persons  so  engaged  have  been  liable  to  take  the  Infection,  and 
capable  of  communicating  it  ? 

It  is  found  in  Practice,  I  believe,  that  healthy  Persons  engaged  as  Nurses 
who  are  up  to  their  Business,  are  very  seldom  infected  ;  I  have  read  so.  I  was 
once  on  board  Ship  where  Forty-four  Persons  died  of  Dysentery,  and  the 
Ship's  Crew  were  so  reduced  that,  as  a  Passenger,  I  nursed  them  all  myself 
The  Surgeon  died  ;  but  I  was  never  better  in  my  Life.  I  nursed  and  buried 
the  whole  of  them. 

Did  you  use  Chloride  of  Lime  ? 

No ;  it  was  before  those  Gases  were  used.  I  never  suffered  the  smallest 
Inconvenience,  except  being  greatly  reduced  in  bodily  Strength. 

You  were  a  Guardian  at  the  Time  of  these  Six  Deaths,  were  you  not  ? 
Yes,  I  was,  but  I  had  ceased  to  attend  the  Board  for  Six  Months  before. 

You  did  not  go  in  consequence  and  make  Complaints  to  the  Board  ? 
The  Paupers  were  dead  before  I  knew  of  it. 

Would  there  not  have  been  the  same  Advantage  in  mentioning  it  then  as 
now? 

I  think  not.  Your  Lordships  can,  by  inquiring  into  it,  consider  whether  it  is 
a  Thing  that  ought  to  be  provided  for  by  future  Regulations. 

Do  you  not  think  that  the  Board  would  have  thought  it  worthy  of  their 
Attention  ? 

I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  your  Lordships  by  the  next  Cases  I  come  to 
that  the  Board  did  not  attend  to  such  Representations. 

What  are  the  Cases  to  which  you  allude,  which  you  say  show  that  tlie  Board 
did  not  attend  to  such  Representations  ? 

There  is  only  One  Class  of  Cases  more,  and  I  have  so  put  them  as  to  meet 
some  particular  Points.  I  have  stated,  ^  It  should  be  observed,  that  in  the 
Cases  of  Rowsell,  Jarman,  Watts,  and  Parrish,  there  are  Second  Entries  under 
the  Head  of  *  Nature  of  Disease.*  The  other  Two  Victims  have  not  another 
Word  given  to  them ;  neither  is  the  Existence  of  that  unsparing  Pestilencje 
by  which  the  Governor,  Matron,  and  Nurse  declare  these  Victims  were  carried 
off  alluded  to  in  any  Manner  whatever.  The  Order  for  the  Medical  Attendant 
*  to  record  and  to  report,  without  Delay,  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  the  Cause  and 
Circumstances  of  every  Death  which  may  take  place  in  the  Workhouse,*  is 
thus  treated  with  profound  Contempt  Out  of  tlie  above  Six  Deaths  which 
took  place  in  Twenty  Days  under  such  appalling  Circumstances  only  Three 
of  them  are  carried  out  in  the  Column  for  Observation  as  being  dead." 
There  are  Three  of  them  not  returned  in  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  as  being 
dead  at  all :  **  One  of  the  Victims,  poor  Gill,  a  decayed  Tradesman,  who  was 
nearly  blind,  has  neither  Disease  nor  Death  marked  against  his  Name ;  and 
another  who  was  seized  on  the  4th  of  December  and  died  on  the  7th  has 
marked  against  him,  ^  No  Disease,'  but  not  the  slightest  Notice  is  taken  of  his 
Death  in  that  Return  where  the  Death,  the  *  Cause  and  Circumstances,'  are 
directed  to  be  entered  by  the  Medical  Attendant*'* 
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Are  there  any  more  Cases  to  which  you  wish  to  call  the  Observation  of  the    Mr.  John  Boum. 
Committee  ?  ._— — 

Yes ;  the  other  Cases  will  take  a  considerable  Time  to  go  through  ;  if  your 
Lordships  will  permit  me  to  enter  upon  those  on  a  future  Day  I  shall  be 
d[)liged ;  they  immediately  follow  those  to  which  I  have  referred. 

'  The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

CHARLOTTE  ALLEN  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  charioUe  AiUn. 

WHERE  have  you  been  living  lately  ? 
At  Bridgwater. 

In  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

You  were  delivered  of  a  Child  some  Time  ago,  were  you  not  ? 
Yes. 

When  was  it? 

A  Twelvemonth  on  the  SOth  of  June. 

Previous  to  your  being  brought  to  Bed,  were  you  in  a  bad  State  of  Health  ? 
Yes ;  I  was  lU  for  about  a  Month  before  I  was  confined. 

Were  you  attended  by  a  Medical  Person  ? 
Yes. 

Up  to  the  Time  of  your  being  brought  to  Bed  ? 
Yes. 

When  you  were  about  to  be  brought  to  Bed  did  you  make  any  Inquiry  or 
express  any  Wish  with  respect  to  the  Person  who  was  to  attend  you  ? 

Did  you  fix  yourself  on  Kitty  Walker  to  attend  youi  or  did  the  Parish  fix 
on  Kitty  Walker? 

I  applied  to  the  Relieving  Officer  for  a  Medical  Person,  and  he  said  I  was 
to  have  Kitty  Walker ;  I  expressed  no  Wish  myself  to  have  her ;  I  must  have 
the  Person  whoever  they  allowed  me. 

When  you  applied  for  a  Medical  Officer  did  you  mean  that  you  would  be 
satisfied  with  a  Woman  Midwife,  or  that  you  wished  for  a  Man  Midwife. 
For  a  Woman  if  they  preferred  it. 

You  expressed  no  Preference  for  the  one  or  the  other? 
No. 

When  you  were  brought  to  Bed  did  you  sufier  a  great  deal  ? 
I  did,  a  great  deal. 

After  you  were  brought  to  Bed  did  you  think  there  was  something  wrong 
in  the  Manner  in  which  you  had  been  delivered  ? 
Yes. 

How  soon  after  ? 

About  Half  an  Hour  after  I  was  put  to  Bed  I  thought  something  was  quite 
out  of  Place. 

Was  there  a  bearing  down  ? 

Yes ;  and  something  quite  out  of  Place. 

To  whom  did  you  express  that  ? 

I  called  the  Woman  with  whom  I  was  lodging,  Mary  Date,  the  Sister  to 
the  Midwife,  and  said,  **  Oh,  Mary,  I  know  there  is  something  out  of  Place 
that  ought  not;"  and  she  examined  me,  and  said,  ^^ Charlotte,  I  have  had 
Hve  Children  myself,  I  never  was  so  myself,  and  I  never  saw  any  Person  so.*' 

In  the  Progress  of  your  Confinement  did  you  complain  of  the  Midwife 
hurting  you  ? 

Yes ;  I  cried  out,  •«  Oh,  Kitty,  take  away  your  Fingers.'* 
(151.26.)  6  C  3  When 
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Charlotte  AUtn.        When  yon  were  in  thia  State  did  you  labpr^to  aay  Wiah  to  havt  a  Medical 

Man? 

On  Monday  after  I  "ma  confimd^  Uie  Moncby  Monung,  I  request  the 
young  Woman  lodging  with 


What  is  her  Name  ? 

Jane  Fenn  was  the  young  Woman  I  asked  to  be  so  kind  as  to  ask  Betty 
WooUey,  who  was  going  to  the  Relieving  Officer  for  some  Bread,  to  ask 
whether  I  might  have  a  Medical  Officer  for  Assistance ;  I  said,  "  If  I  have 
not,  I  am  sure  I  cannot  live.^  She  asked  at  Mr.  Waites\  whether  Charlotte, 
that  is  me,  might  have  Medical  Assistance ;  he  said,  ^^  What  is  the  ms^tt^r  ?  *' 

You  know  that  only  from  what  she  told  you  ? 
Yes. 

You  told  her  to  go  to  the  Relieving  Officer,  saying  that  you  were  sure  if  you 
did  not  get  Relief  you  should  die  ? 

Yes. 

When  did  the  Medical  Officer  attend  you  ? 
On  the  Wednesday  Evening  at  Nine  o'Cloqk. 

In  the  meantime  the  Wife  of  the  Relieving  Officej  cam?  to  see  you  ? 
Yes,  on  Wednesday. 

Did  she  examine  you  ? 

Yes ;  the  Woman  who  confined  me  was  along  with  her ;  she  said  she  should 
think  if  I  had  a  little  Castor  Oil  I  should  do  very  well. 

Did  she  examine  your  Person  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes  ;  and  she  examined  me  on  Saturday  Night. 

What  did  3he  say  when  she  examined  you  ? 

She  said,  "Charlotte,  I  assure  you  there  is  nothing  at  all  material  the 
matter  with  you  more  than  there  is  with  other  Women."  I  said,  "  I  am  sure 
there  is,  Kitty  ;*'  that  was  Saturday  Night;  she  came  in  the  Morning  to  see  me 
again,  and  said,  "  Charlotte,  how  are  you  ?"  I  said,  "  Oh,  it  is  still  worse.*^— 
She  said,  "  Can  you  draw  it,— can  you  break  it  off  P^' 

Did  you  try  ? 
No,  I  did  not 

When  the  Wife  of  the  Relievipg  Officer  came  to  you  did  she  examine  you 
with  Kitty  Walker  ? 
She  did. 

When  she  had  examined  you  what  did  she  say  ? 
I  cannot  remember  the  Words  that  she  repeated. 

Did  she  tell  you  there  was  nothing  the  matter  with  you  more  than  usual  ? 
No,  she  did  not. 

Did  she  say  there  was  somethix^  wrong  ? 

She  did  not  say  what  was  wrong ;  she  said  she  thought  if  I  had  a  few  Herbs 
they  were  very  good  in  those  Cases. 

When  did  the  Medical  Officer  first  come  to  you  ? 
On  Wednesday  Evening. 

Did  he  examine  you  then  ? 
No. 

When  did  he  examine  you  ? 
On  Thursday  Morning* 

At  what  o'clock  did  he  come  an  the  Wednesday  Evenhag  ? 
Between  Eight  and  Nine, 

Was  it  dark? 

No;  it  was  Summer  Time. 

Did  you  tell  him  what  you  thought  was  the  matter  with  you  ? 

Yes. 

That 
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That  there  was  something  out  of  .Place  ?                                                           Charuue  ^JiUeH. 
Yes.  

He  did  not  examine  you  till  the  next  McxtiiB^? 
On  Thursday  Morning. 

Was  he  alone,  or  was  there  any  Medical  Berscm  with  Um  ? 
There  was  no  Medical  Man  with  him. 

Did  he  tell  you  what  was  the  Matter  with  you  ? 
Yes ;  he  said  that  the  Womb  was  out  of  Place. 

Did  he  tell  you  you  had  been  torn,  and  speak  about  Laceration  ? 
Yes. 

After  that  you  were  again  examined  by  that  same  Gentleman  and  Mr.  King  ? 
Yes. 

Did  they  repeat  to  you  that  you  had  met  with  this  Misfbrtune  ? 

Yes. 

You  remained  a  considerable  Time  in  Bed  with  this  Misfbrtune  ? 

Yes. 

Did  you  get  up  in  the  Morning  after  ydu  were  deliverfed  ? 
I  got  out  of  B^ 

Did  the  Midwife  or  the  Nurse  ^nd  feult  with  you  for  so  doings  and  say  you 
ought  not  to  have  done  it? 

Are  you  sure  of  that  ? 
Yes^  quite  sure. 

Was  your  Pain  and  bearing  down  increased  by  your  getting  up  ? 
Yes. 

You  remained  in  Bed  after  this  some  Time  ? 
Yes;  nearly  Three  Months. 

During  that  Time  were  you  troubled  with  a  disagreeable  Discharge  ? 
Yes. 

Aft:er  you  got  up  you  were  sent  across  the  Quantook  Hills  ? 
I  went  home  on  the  12th  of  March,  to  my  Sister's,  to  stop. 

Between  the  Time  of  your  getting  up  and  your  going  to  your  Sister's  were 
you  still  troubled  with  tlutt  Discharge  ? 

No,  not  after  I  went  to  my  Sister's;  not  very  much. 

Did  it  entirely  cease  ? 

Yes,  after  I  had  been  in  the  House  at  Bridgwiater  for  some  Time. 

During  the  Time  that  you  were  at  your  Sister's  did  it  cease  ? 
Yes }  about  a  Fortnight  after. 

Did  it  entirely  cease,  or  was  it  no  longer  offensive  ? 

It  entirely  ceased  about  a  Fortnight  before  I  came  into  the  House. 

It  has  now  entirely  ceased  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  not  examined  by  a  Surgeon  of  the  Name  of  Standert,  from 
Taunton  ? 
I  did  not  know  his  Name,  but  I  have  been  told  since  that  was  the  Person. 

Did  he  tell  you  any  thing  of  your  State  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes ;  he  said  it  was  a  very  great  Laceration. 

Were  you  with  your  Sister  then  ? 
No  J  it  was  at  Stowey. 

{151.26.)  6C4  That 


Digitized  by 


Google 


944      MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Charlotte  Mien.        That  was  before  you  went  to  your  Sister's  ? 
■■  Yes. 

There  was  a  Discharge  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes. 

That  was  in  February  or  March  last,  was  not  it  ? 
In  February. 

How  are  you  now  ? 
I  am  better. 

Can  you  move  about  ? 

Yes  ;  I  can  walk  a  great  deal  better  since  I  have  been  in  the  House 

Has  Mr.  Ward  ever  examined  you  ? 
Yes,  he  examined  me. 

When  did  he  examine  you  ? 

I  am  sure  I  do  not  know  the  first  Time. 

Was  it  before  or  after  Mr.  Standert  ? 
Before  this  Gentleman  had  come. 

Where  were  you  when  Mr.  Ward  examined  you  ? 
At  Stowey  when  he  first  examined  me. 

What  did  Mr.  Ward  tell  you  when  he  examined  you  ? 
I  am  sure  I  do  not  know. 

Did  he  say  you  had  nothing  the  matter  with  you,  or  any  thing  of  that 
Sort? 
I  am  sure  I  cannot  remember  the  Words  he  said  to  me. 

Without  remembering  the  Words,  what  is  your  Impression ;  what  did  you 
understand  him  to  sav  with  respect  to  your  State  ? 

Mr.  Ward  replied  that  he  thought  I  had  been  rascally  handled ;  those  were 
the  Words. 

Did  you  understand  him  to  mean  that  you  had  been  improperly  treated  by 
the  Midwife  ? 
Yes,  I  thought  so. 

Were  you  better  or  worse  when  Mr.  Ward  saw  you  than  when  Mr.  Standert 
saw  you  ? 
I  was  better  when  Mr.  Standert  saw  me  than  when  Mr.  Ward  saw  me. 

Before  you  went  over  the  Hills  to  your  Sister's  were  you  confined  to  your 
Bed? 
I  got  up  about  a  Fortnight  before  the  12th  of  March. 

How  soon  after  your  Confinement  from  your  Delivery  did  you  come  down 
Stairs? 

Twelve  Weeks  exactly. 

Did  you  get  up  and  sit  in  your  Chair  ? 

Yes,  a  little  j  an  Hour  or  Half  an  Hour  at  a  Time. 

You  suckled  your  Baby  all  the  while  ? 
Yes. 

The  Child  did  well? 

Yes. 

Were  you  able  to  suckle  the  Child  all  the  Time  ? 
Yes  J  I  suckled  her  till  the  Time  I  came  up  here. 

Did  you  ever  hear  the  Medical  Man  say  you  ought  to  be  attended  by  a 
Man? 

Yes ;  the  first  Time  he  saw  me  he  said  that  1  ought  to  have  had  Medical 
Assistance. 
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Was  that  before  you  were  delivered  ?  charlotte  Allen. 

No.  

He  did  not  say  that  before  ? 

No ;  he  asked  me  at  different  Times  whether  I  knew  who  I  was  going  to 
have,  and  I  said,  "  No,  Sir,  I  do  not.'* 

When  Mr.  Ward  said  you  had  been  most  rascally  handled  what  did  he  allude 
to  J  to  your  having  been  improperly  delivered,  or  to  any  Treatment  you  had 
sequently  received  ? 

I  do  not  know. 

Did  you  ever  suffer  any  great  Pain  at  any  of  those  Examinations  ? 
No,  not  a  great  deal ;  I  was  in  pain. 

Did  you  suffer  any  great  Pain  in  the  Examination  ? 
It  increased  my  Pain,  I  felt  it  Four  Days  after. 

Did  you  ever  tell  Mary  Date  you  would  rather  have  Kitty  Walker  than  a 
Man  ? 
No,  I  never  did  ;  they  had  been  a3king  me  at  different  Times. 

You  say  you  told  this  Woman  to  take  away  her  Fingers  ;  were  you  suffering 
greatly  then  ? 

I  was  suffering  a  great  deal  of  Pain,  and  I  did  not  know  what  it  was  ;  there 
was  only  a  Pain  or  Two  afterwards  I  had,  and  the  Child  was  bom,  and  it  all 
came  at  one  Pain. 

Did  she  use  her  Fingers  violently  ? 

I  thought  she  did  ;  it  appeared  to  me  a  Sort  of  cutting  Pain. 

You  had  had  no  Child  before  ? 
No. 

Did  she  take  away  her  Hand  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  use  the  same  Sort  of  Violence  afterwards? 

No  ;  1  will  not  be  sure  whether  it  was  One  or  Two  Pains  I  had  after  that, 
before  the  Child  was  bom. 

You  are  better  now,  you  say  ? 

Yes,  I  am.  I  have  received  a  great  deal  of  Benefit  since  I  have  been  under 
Mr.  Ward. 

Are  you  now  quite  well  ? 
No,  I  am  not. 

Do  you  feel  any  Discharge  from  you  now  ? 

No,  no  Discharge  j  but  I  have  been  always  in  pain  ever  since* 

In  pain  in  that  Part  ? 

Yes  ;  ever  since  the  Child  was  born. 

You  had  had  bad  Health  for  some  Years  ? 

Yes ;  I  was  chilled  in  a  Place.  I  was  never  strong,  but  I  was  able  to  do 
Work. 

Who  sent  you  out  of  Stowey  over  the  Hills  ? 
I  wished  to  go  to  my  Sister's. 

You  say  Mr.  Ward  has  done  you  a  great  deal  of  Good  j  how  has  he  treated 
you  ;  has  he  merely  given  you  Medicines  ? 

He  has  given  me  different  Medicines  and  Lotions. 

Applications  to  the  Parts  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  has  he  attended  you  ? 

1  have  been  in  the  House  Eight  Weeks  To-morrow* 
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Charlotte  AiUn.        How  often  docs  he  visit  you  ? 
Every  Day. 

Did  he  visit  you  at  all  before  you  left  Stowey  ? 

He  came  twice  to  Stowey ;  I  was  insensible  the  Second  Time  of  his  coming ; 
I  had  a  Complaint  in  my  Head  ;  I  do  not  remember  that 

How  long  after  he  visited  you  at  Stowey,  the  Second  Time,  did  you  go  kto 
the  House  ? 
Thirteen  or  Fourteen  Weeks.     I  was  at  my  Sister's  Nine  Weeks. 

Did  any  other  Medical  Man  attend  you  between  the  Time  of  the  Medical 
Man  at  Stowey  attending  you  and  your  coming  into  the  House  ? 

No ;  not  while  I  was  at  my  Sister's.  I  had  some  Medicine  with  me  to  take 
while  I  was  there. 

You  have  found  yourself  decidedly  better   since   you   have  been  under 
Mr.  Ward's. Care? 
Yes  ;  I  am  a  great  deal  better  since  I  have  been  under  his  Care. 

His  Treatment  was  quite  different  from  that  of  the  others  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  get  better  under  the  Treatment  you  had  from  the  others  ? 
Yes,  I  got  better. 

You  were  gradually  improving  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Name  of  the  Medical  Gentleman  who  attended  you  before 
you  were  brought  to  Bed  ? 
Mr.  Ruddock. 

He  only  asked  you  whether  you  knew  who  was  to  attend  you  during  your 
Confinement  ? 
Yes. 

He  did  not  say  whether  vou  ought  to  have  a  Man  or  a  Woman  ? 
He  said  he  would  apply  liimself ;  and  1  heard  him  say  he  did,  but  that  they 
would  not  allow  him  to  confine  me. 

Did  he  say  that  from  the  State  of  your  Health  at  that  Time  it  was  highly 
proper  you  should  have  a  Man  ? 
Yes. 

And  that  he  would  apply  for  it  ? 

Yes ;  he  said  afterwards  that  he  did  apply  to  the  Board,  and  they  would  not 
allow  it. 

When  did  you  first  feel  there  was  something  so  very  wrong  ? 

About  Half  an  Hour  after  I  was  put  into  Bed  ;  after  I  recovered  myself. 

Do  you  remember  getting  out  of  Bed  the  Day  after  you  were  delivered  ? 

Yes.  I  continued  in  much  Pain,  and  on  Saturday  Night  I  requested  the 
Sister  of  the  Midwife  to  fetch  her  Sister ;  and  she  came  and  examined  me,  and 
repeated  these  Words  :  "  Charlotte,  there  is  nothing  at  all  material  the  matter 
with  you  any  more  than  there  is  with  other  Women  ;  you  will  do  very  well." 

Did  either  Kitty  Walker  or  Mary  Date  tell  you  that  you  had  done  wrong  in 
getting  out  of  Bed  ? 
No. 

Who  has  come  up  with  you  ? 
Mrs.  Underdown. 

Has  she  come  for  the  Purpose  of  taking  care  of  you  ? 
Yes. 


How  did  you  come  here  j  in  a  Coach  ? 
Yes. 
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Who  provides  for  you  ?  charlotte  Alien. 

Mrs*  underdown  provides  everything.  

Did  you  travel  all  Night  ? 
No ;  I  came  in  the  Day-time. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Twelve  o^Gock. 
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Die  Martisy  Of  Julii  1838. 


Evidence  on  the 

The  Lord  WH  ARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Operation  of  the 

Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill. 

Mn  JOHN  BO  WEN  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  follows :  Mr.  John  Boweti. 

YOU  stated  Yesterday  that  when  you  visited  the  House  on  some  Occasion      —— — 
you  saw  Two  or  Three  Persons  in  such  a  State  that  their  Faeces  were  running 
from  them,  and  they   were  in   a  very  filthy  State;  do  you  recollect  the 
Date? 

I  think  it  was  the  Morning  of  the  21st  of  April;  it  must  have  been  about 
that  Time ;  but  if  your  Lordships  have  the  Matron  and  Governor  here 
you  will  find  that  such  an  Occurrence  was  by  no  means  uncommon ;  they 
were  so  much  reduced  it  was  hardly  possible  to  go  through  the  House  without 
seeing  Things  of  that  Sort. 

Did  you  see  Things  of  that  Sort  more  than  once  ? 

I  do  not  remember  remarking  it  particularly  more  than  once.  On 
correcting  my  Evidence  I  observed  I  was  asked  some  Questions  respecting 
the  Cubic  Contents  of  the  old  Bridgwater  House  which  I  was  not  then 
prepared  to  answer.  I  can  now  put  in  in  answer  a  Paper  which  was  drawn 
up  to  show  that 

Do  you  know  that  to  be  accurate  ? 

Yes  ;  this  is  the  Certificate  of  the  Surveyor  ;  and  I  afterwards  surveyed  it 
myself. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

«  Sir,  Bridgwater,  19th  May  1838. 

I  have  at  your  Request  ascertained  the  Cubic  Contents  of  the  sleeping 
Apartments  of  the  old  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  which  I  find  to  be  23,088 
Cubic  Feet. 

''  I  am.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

Edwin  Down,  Architect.'* 
"  To  John  Bowen,  Esquire.'* 

Have  you  any  Observations  to  make  upon  that  Paper? 

Yes ;  the  Allowance  of  Space  in  the  great  London  Hospitals  materially 
exceeds  1,000  Cubic  Feet  for  each  Person.  Sir  Gilbert  Blane,  in  his  Evidence 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  State  of  the  Children 
employed  in  the  Factories,  states  700  Cubic  Feet  to  be  a  safe  and  proper  Space. 
In  the  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  of  your  Lordships  House  appointed 
in  the  present  Session  to  inquire  into  the  Cases  of  certain  Prisoners  confined 
in  the  Penitentiary  at  Milbank,  it  is  stated  that  the  Size  of  the  Cells  is  Ten 
Feet  by  Seven  and  Ten  Feet  high,  affording  7OO  Cubic  Feet  of  Air  for 
each  Convict.  On  the  Scale  of  the  great  London  Hospitals  the  Number  the 
old  Bridgwater  Workhouse  would  accommodate  would  be  Twenty-three; 
on  the  Estimate  of  Sir  Gilbert  Blane,  and  the  Space  allotted  in  the  Peniten- 
tiary, it  would  accommodate  Thirty-three  ;  but  the  Average  Number  actually 
in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  during  the  Time  that  the  Diarrhoea  raged  there 
was  Ninety.four,  giving  an  Average  of  only  244  Feet  of  respirable  Air 
to  each  Individual. 

When  you  speak  of  the  Time  when  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging,  you  speak 
of  the  Period  between  the  26th  of  September  1836  and  the  26tn  of  April 
1837? 

Beginning  with  September  and  ending  in  April. 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.       ^o  you  wish  to  include  the  whole  of  September  ? 
From  the  Ist  of  September  1836  to  the  last  of  April  1837. 

Can  you  state  how  many  fresh  Paupers  were  introduced  into  the  House 
from  the  1st  Day  of  September  1836  to  the  last  Day  of  April  1837? 

I  cannot ;  but  that  will  appear  from  the  Admission  and  Discharge  Book. 

To  what  other  Point  are  you  about  to  speak  ? 

The  other  Point  I  would  wish  to  bring  before  your  Lordships  Attention  is 
connected  with  setting  up  the  Poorhouse  as  a  T^st  of  Destitution*  My 
Observations  upon  that  Subject  commence  with  Page  53,  and  are  extended 
over  Part  of  54  j  I  commence  with  observing,  that  "  Fifty  Persons  have 
been  returned  at  one  Time  as  labouring  under  various  Diseases,  exclusive  of 
a  still  greater  Number  of  concealed  Cases,  being  mostly  those  of  Children 
confined  in  their  Beds  by  a  violent  Eruption.  The  Nurse  which  the  Board 
was  at  length  induced  to  hire  (only  on  *the  26th  of  January  last)  lies  at  this 
Moment  in  Typhus  Fever,  caught  in  the  Performance  of  her  Duty." 

What  was  the  Period  referred  to  ? 

It  was  the  4th  of  March  I  wrote  this.  "  In  addition  to  inflammatory  sore 
Throat  and  Congestion  of  the  Brain  terminating  fatally,  there  are  entered  in 
the  weekly  Reports  of  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  a  sufficient  Variety  of  Fevers 
to  furnish  Employment  for  a  new  School  of  Nosologists;  there  is  Fever, 
Fever  Simple,  Inflammatory  Fever,  Scarlet  Fever,  Fever  with  Eruption, ' 
Fever  with  Cough,  Fever  with  Debility,  Fevers  with  great  Debility,  Typhus 
Fever,  Putrid  Fever/'  While  these  Fevers  were  raging  in  the  House  a  greater 
Number  than  had  ever  been  ordered  into  the  House  before  were  sent  in. 
That  Number  is  given  in  the  Figures  here  as  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
Union  :  19th  January. — 44  Persons  ordered  into  the  House;  9  were  admitted; 
there  were  21  on  the  Sick  List,  and  200  Persons  in  the  House. '  26th  Januaiy. 
— There  were  25  ordered  into  the  House;  only  8  of  them  accepted  it;  there 
were  then  50  on  the  Sick  List,  and  195  in  the  House.  2d  February. — 16  Persons 
ordered  in  ;  only  6  accepted  the  Test ;  there  were  54  on  the  Sick  List,  and 

191  in  the  House.    9th  February 73  Persons  were  ordered  into  the  House, 

only  14  accepted  it;  35  were  on  the  Sick  List,  and  191  in  the  House.  I6th 
February.— 17  Persons  were  ordered  into  the  House,  and  after  that  18  were 
admitted  that  Week  ;  37  on  the  Sick  List,  and  206  in  the  House.  23d  Feb. 
ruary — 13  Persons  were  ordered  into  the  House ;  14  accepted  it ;  59  were  on 
the  Sick  List,  and  223  in  the  House.  2d  March. — 15  Persons  ordered  into 
the  House  ;  6  accepted  it ;  62  on  the  Sick  List,  and  225  in  the  House. 

What  is  the  total  Number  ? 

The  Total  is  203  ordered  in,  and  Seventy-five  accepted  the  Offer. 

What  do  you  mean  by  "  ordered  "  into  the  House  ? 

There  is  the  Return*  "  Names  and  Descriptions  of  Persons  applying  for 
Relief,  and  ordered  into  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  between  12th 
January  and  2d  March  1838 ;  distinguishing  those  who  entered  the  House." 
Your  Lordships  will  find  a  Return  in  the  Sixth  Page  of  this  Paper. 

From  what  you  have  seen  yourself  in  visiting  that  House  during  the  Time 
you  were  a  Guardian,  and  what  you  have  heard  from  the  Medical  Man,  do 
you  think  it  proper  that  any  Person  should  have  been  at  that  Time  sent  into 
the  Workhouse  ? 

I  think  not;  but  I  would  beg  to  allude,  in  support  of  my  Evidence,  to  the 
Medical  Return  from  26th  January  to  the  1st  of  February;  it  will  there 
appear  what  was  the  Number  of  Persons  labouring  under  Fever  in  the 
House. 

Have  you  heard  from  the  Medical  Officer,  or  do  you  know  of  vour  own 
Knowledge,  whether  any  of  those  Paupers  died  of  this  Disorder  ? 

Yes ;  they  died  of  the  Disease  which  was  raging  in  the  House.  On  the 
Statement  I  have  just  read  Mr.  Weale  makes  an  Observation  in  a  Letter  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners :  he  says,  **  Mr.  Bowen  in  the  Letter  before 
adverted  to  alludes  to  the  Number  of  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  and  the 
Prevalence  of  Disease  existing  in  it  from  the  1st  of  January  to  the  18th  of 
March,  and  made  a  violent  Attack  upon  the  Guardians  for  offering  the  Work- 
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house  to  several  Applicants  for  Relief/'    The  Gentleman  goes  on  to  say,    Mr.johnUouen. 

"  On  this  I  have  only  to  observe,  that  many  Persons  in  a  State  more  or  less 

diseased^  and  frequently  at  a  very  advanced  Age,  are  ordered  into  the  Work- 
house for  the  Purpose  of  receivnig  that  Care  and  Superintendence  which  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  receive  at  their  own  Homes ;  but  that  any 
healthy  or  convalescent  Persons  were  likely  to  suffer  from  Admission  to  the 
House  I  totally  deny,  for  the  Workhouse  now  used  is  a  new  and  commodious 
Building,  in  which  the  sick  are  separated  from  the  convalescent  and  the 
healthy  in  such  a  Manner  as  to  prevent  the  Possibility  of  Infection.** 

Do  you  know  whether  any  healthy  Persons  were  sent  in  ? 

I  applied  to  the  Noble  Lord  in  the  Chair  for  a  Return  of  the  Names  and 
Descriptions  of  Persons  applying  for  Relief  and  ordered  into  the  Bridgwater 
Workhouse,  to  see  whether  they  were  Persons  of  advanced  Age,  as  Mr,  Weale 
stated  them  to  be.*  I  have  analyzed  that  Return,  and  I  find  that,  instead  of 
there  being  **many  Persons  in  a  State  more  or  less  diseased,  and.  frequently  at 
a  very  advanced  Age,  ordered  into  the  Workhouse  for  the  Purpose  of  that 
Care  and  Superintendence  which  it  would  be  impossible  for  them  to  receive  at 
their  own  Homes,''  there  were  Twenty-two  Men  and  their  Wives. 

It  does  not  appear  whether  they  were  aged  or  not  ? 

No ;  but  it  generally  will  be  found  that  they  were  Men  and  their  Wives 
with  Children  : — Children  of  Ditto,  Forty-one  ;  Widows  and  Women  deserted 
by  their  Husbands,  Twenty-nine ;  Children  of  such  Women,  Forty-eight ; 
Orphans  and  deserted  Children,  Eight ;  unmarried  Women,  Sixteen  ;  Children 
of  Ditto,  Seven  ;  Single  Men,  Thirteen.  The  greater  Part  of  those  were  Men 
witli  Disease. 

Do  you  know  that  any  of  those  died  of  Disease  ? 

I  threw  my  Eye  over  the  List  of  Deaths  to  see  how  far  it  was  likely  that  any 
Persons  brought  into  that  House  suffered  under  those  Circumstances  j  know- 
ing, as  I  did,  that  Disease  raged  in  the  House. 

What  Disease  ?  Not  Diarrhoea  ? 
No  J  Fever. 

Was  that  the  Fever  brought  in  by  the  Vagrant  to  whom  you  referred  Yes- 
terday ? 

No ;  that  was  in  the  other  House.  I  take  only  One  of  those  Cases,  for  it  is 
not  my  Object  to  bring  before  your  Lordships  or  the  Public  One  single  Fact 
more  than  is  necessary  to  procure  an  Investigation.  Having  once  put  this 
Matter  on  Record,  I  think  I  shall  be  relieved  from  any  further  Reference  to 
it.  I  do  not  mean  to  pledge  myself  that  it  shall  be  so,  but  I  wish  it  to  be  so. 
If  your  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to  turn  to  Page  12  of  the  printed  Return 
you  will  find  Drusilla  Winn, — her  Children,  William  Six  Years  of  Age,  Elizabeth 
Three,  Jane  One  and  Three  Quarters,  and  an  Infant  of  Two  Months. 

What  became  of  her  ? 

In  about  Two  Months  Three  of  her  Children  died ;  the  other  Child  was 
attacked  in  the  same  Way,  and  she  left  the  House  with  it.  I  never  saw  this 
Woman  in  my  Life ;  but  I  requested  a  prudent  and  discreet  Gentleman,  a 
Gentleman  not  likely  to  agitate  the  Neighbourhood  and  the  Town,  to  call 
upon  her,  and  get  her  own  Account  of  what  occurred.  This  is  the  Account 
given  me  by  this  Gentleman. 

What  is  his  Name  ? 

His  Name  is  Colthurst ;  he  was  a  Member  of  the  previous  Board  of  Guar- 
dians. 

He  is  alive  and  well  ? 

Yes ;  but  the  Woman  is  the  best  Evidence  herself. 

Where  is  she  ? 

At  North  Petherton. 

Are  you  aware  whether  she  came  into  the  House,  or  not  ? 
She  must  have  come  into  the  House. 

Did  the  Children  die  ? 

She  is  returned  here  as  having  rejected  the  House ;  but  it  appears  that  Four 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.   l^X^  afterwards  she  was  forced  into  Submission.    It  appears  from  the  Book 

J ^  '    that  she  came  into  the  House  on  the  13th  ;  she  had  been  ofiered  it  on  the 

9tli,  but  did  not  then  come  in.  It  appears  on  the  Obituary  that  on  the 
27th  of  February  William  Winn  died  of  Convulsions  j  but  he  wa«  in  Ae 
Fever  Ward.  It  appears  on  the  Admission  Book  that  Brasilia  Winn  and 
Four  Children  came  into  the  Workhouse  on  the  13th  of  February  1888, 

Upon  what  Days  did  the  Children  die  ? 

On  the  27th  of  February  William  died,  Eight  Years  old ;  March  31  st,  Jane 
Winn  died,  Three  Years  of  Age,  of  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs ;  April  20th, 
Daniel  Winn  died  of  Inflammation  on  the  Limgs. 

You  do  not  know  of  your  own  Knowledge  that  those  Persons  died  of 
Fever  ? 

I  know  nothing  more  than  appears  upon  the  Report.  But  the  only  Pomt 
I  would  wish  to  bring  before  your  Lordships  is,  that  this  Woman  entered  the 
House  on  the  13th  of  February  with  Four  healthy  Children,  and  that  early 
in  May  she  went  out,  Three  of  the  Children  having  died  in  the  House. 

Do  you  know  of  your  own  Knowledge  in  what  State  the  Woman  and  Children 
were  when  they  entered  into  the  House  ? 
No,  not  of  my  own  Knowledge, 

You  say  that  the  Fever  was  raging  at  the  Time  in  the  House  ? 
Your  Lordships  will  find  that  from  the  Medical  Returns. 

Your  Opinion  is,  that  the  Children  died  of  the  Fever  caught  in  the  House? 
My  Opinion  is  that  they  died  of  a  Disease  caught  in  the  House. 

It  appears  that  in  the  Week  ending  the  23d  of  February  William  Winn  was 
suffering  under  a  Complaint  of  the  Head? 

That  is  for  the  Mother  and  the  Medical  Man  to  speak  of. 

Their  Testimony  would  be  superior  to  your  Judgment  of  the  Nature  of  the 
Disease  ? 

I  beg  to  say  that  I  can  give  no  Evidence  on  the  Subject ;  I  have  only 
referred  to  Documents. 

What  makes  you  suspect  that  they  died  of  any  other  Disorder  than  that 
stated  in  the  Book  ? 

Because  no  such  Disease  prevailed  out  of  the  House.  Presuming  that  the 
Book  is  correct,  that  they  did  die  of  that  Disease,  I  still  think  it  i&  a  Subject 
for  your  Lordships  to  inquire  into. 

What  induces  you  to  suppose  that  they  did  not  die  of  the  Diseases  they  are 
stated  to  have  died  of? 

I  do  not  know  whether  their  Diseases  are  correctly  described ;  but  I  wiB 
call  your  Lordships  Attention  to  a  few  Words  written  by  Mr.  Wede  on  the 
2d  of  April,  in  the  57th  Page  : — *^  Gentlemen,  I  have  the  Honour  to  forward 
the  Returns  above  referred  to,  and  I  have  the  Happiness  of  informing  you 
that  the  Medical  OflScer  last  Evening  reported  to  me  that  the  Workhouse 
is  even  now  more  free  from  Disease  than  it  was  at  my  last  Visit  on  the 
16th  Ultimo ;  there  is  now  no  Case  of  Fever  of  any  Kind,  and  the  Measles, 
from  which  some  of  the  Children  have  been  suffering,  have- almost  disappeared^" 
The  Noble  Lord  in  the  Chair  moved  for  the  Deaths  in  the  Bridgwater  Registrar's 
District  between  1st  of  March  and  30th  of  April,  taking  in  the  Period  of  Two 
Months,  and  it  appears  from  this  Document  that,  at  the  very  Time  that 
Mr.  Weale  was  communicating  with  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  the 
State  of  tlie  Health  in  the  House,  on  the  30th  of  March  George  Coate  died 
in  the  WorkhouSe. 

What  was  his  Disease  ? 

His  Disease  is  stated  to  be  Apoplexy,  but  I  merely  state  the  Nature  of 
the  Disease  at  that  Time.  On  the  31st  of  March  Rhoda  Vearing  died  in 
the  House.  On  the  31st  of  March  Jane  Winn  died  in  the  House.  On 
the  31st  of  March  Rebecca  Coles  died  in  the  House,  On  the  2d  of 
April  Johanna  Price  died  in  the  Workhouse,  I  merely  wish  to  show 
your  Lordships  that  at  the  Time  selected  for  showing  that  the  Workhouse 
was  in  a  ^^ery  high  State  of  Health  there  were  Five  Persons  died  in  Four 
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Days,  and  probably  they  were  lying  dead  in  the  Workhouse  at  the  Period    Mr.  John  JSouen 
of  that  Letter  being  written.  -^ 

From  that  you  infer,  either  that  Mr.  Weale  had  not  been  in  the  Workhouse, 
or,  knowing  the  Fact,  that  he  mis-stated  it  ? 

The  Conclusion  I  mean  to  draw  is,  that  there  was  a  Concealment  practised  ; 
that  the  real  State  of  the  Workhouse  was  not  put  before  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners. 

What  induces  you  to  suppose  that  those  Persons  did  not  die  of  the  Disorders 
it  is  stated  they  died  of? 

Because  I  have  carefully  analyzed  the  Return  which  your  Lordship  moved 
for,  headed  **  Copy  of  the  Register  of  Deaths  in  the  Bridgwater  Registrar's 
District  between  1st  March  and  30th  April  1838,  distinguishing  those  who 
died  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  j"  and  1  will  state  the  Result,  and 
that  will,  I  think,  assist  in  guiding  your  Lordships  Judgment 

Do  yoii  take  notice  that  this  Letter,  noted  as  being  received  by  the  Bridgwater 
Union  on  the  2d  of  April,  written  by  Mr.  Weale,  refers  to  the  Register  of 
Deaths  up  to  the  23d  of  March ;  those  Cases  you  have  stated  appear  to  be 
subsequent  to  the  23d  of  March  ? 

Those  Cases  I  have  referred  to  occurred  between  the  30th  of  March  and  the 
^d  of  April,  both  inclusive. 

What  is  the  Inference  you  draw  from  the  Analysis  you  have  made  of  that 
Paper? 

The  Bridgwater  Registrar's  District  comprises  Five  Parishes,  the  Population 
of  which  in  1831  was  8,833  ;  it  may  now  be  computed  at  10,000,  exclusive  of 
the  Inmates  of  the  Union  Workhouse,  which  form  a  fluctuating  Population 
of  less  than  250.  I  have  put  it  materially  above  the  real  Population,  to  meet 
any  Remarks  on  the  Number  of  Persons  going  in  and  out  The  Deaths 
roistered  in  this  District  in  March  and  April  1838  amounted,  according  to 
the  Return  on  your  Lordships  Table,  to  Fifty-four  in  the  whole  District,  of 
which  Sixteen  appear  to  have  occurred  within  the  Walls  of  the  Workhouse  and 
Thirty-eight  without.  The  relative  Proportions  on  the  above  Data  would  be 
as  follows :  Actual  Number  of  Deaths  registered  in  March  and  April  last  among 
10,000  Persons  out  of  the  Workhouse,  Thirty-eight  j  actual  Number  of  Deaths 
among  (say)  250  Persons  in  the  Workhouse,  Sixteen  ;  being  in  the  Ratio  to 
10,000  of  640:  actual  Number  of  out  Deaths  in  10,000  Persons,  as  registered 
from  the  20th  of  March  to  the  20th  of  April  inclusive.  Twenty-one,  in  the 
whole  Population  of  10,000;  actual  Number  of  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse 
between  the  above  Dates,  Thirteen ;  being  in  the  Ratio  to  10,000  of  520. 
Thus  the  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse  during  this  Period  were  to  the  Deaths  out 
of  the  Workhouse  in  the  Proportion  of  Twenty-five  to  One.  Not  any  of  the 
Thirteen  Deaths  returned  as  having  taken  place  in  the  Workhouse  were  of  old 
or  decrepid  Persons,  but  of  Persons  in  the  Prime  of  Life,  and  Children  carried 
off  by  Diseases  which  either  did  not  prevail  in  the  District  beyond  the  Walls 
of  the  Workhouse,  or  were  only  fatal  to  One  Person  in  10,000,  as  may  be  seen 
by  the  following  Extract  from  the  Register : — "  Deaths  in  the  Workhouse 
ascribed  to  the  under-mentioned  Diseases  on  the  Register:  March  23d, 
Underbill,  Robert,  Ten  Months,  Inflammation- of  Lungs;  March  25th,  Day, 
Mary  Ann,  Ten  Months,  Inflammation  of  Lungs;  March  26th,  Macey, 
Anthony,  Seven  Months,  Inflammation  of  Lungs;  March  31st,  Veering, 
Rhoda,  One  Year,  Marasmus;  March  31st,  Winn,  Jane,  Three  Years,  Inflam- 
mation of  Lungs;  March  3ist,  Coles,  Rebecca,  One  Year,  Diarrhoea;  April 
2d,  Price,  Johanna,  Fourteen  Months,  Inflammation  of  Lungs ;  April  tith, 
Darch,  Mary  Ann,  Ten  Months,  Inflammation  of  Lungs ;  April  9th,  Sage, 
Henry,  Seven  Months,  Inflammation  of  Lungs ;  April  20th,  Winn,  Daniel, 
Six  Months,  Inflammation  of  Lungs."  Now  with  respect  to  Deaths  out  of  the 
Workhouse,  which  are  ascribed  on  the  Register  to  either  of  the  above 
Diseases,  there  is  only  One  Death  :—**  April  30th,  Bell,  Mary  Jane,  Nine 
Months,  Inflammation  of  Lungs." 

From  that  you  infer  that  those  Persons  who  were  stated  to  have  died  of 
Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  died  of  something  else  ? 
J^o ;  they  either  died  from  an  infectious  Disease  raging  in  the  House,  which 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    ^as  correctlv  described  as  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs,  or  else  they  died  from 
some  other  Disease  not  correctly  described. 

You  say  they  must  have  either  died  of  some  other  Disease  or  the  Disease 
spoken  of  was  an  infectious  Disease  ? 
The  Disease  which  existed  in  the  House,  and  not  out  of  it. 

Was  it  an  infectious  Disease  ? 

I  think  it  clear  there  was  an  infectious  Disease,  which  was  described  as 
Inflammation  of  the  Lungs. 

What  was  your  Reason  for  supposing  that  Disease  infectious  ? 
The  Number  of  Persons  who  died  of  it. 

Do  you  suppose  it  was  from  the  Atmosphere,  or  from  the  local  Situation  of 
the  Workhouse,  or  that  they  caught  it  one  from  another  ? 

I  cannot  give  an  Opinion  upon  that ;  I  only  know  that  a  Number  of  Deaths 
is  returned  in  that  House,  and  that  only  One  Death  from  a  similar  Cause  is 
entered  out  of  the  House. 

And  that  they  are  returned  as  dying  of  the  same  Disorder,  and  that  that 
shows  that  one  must  have  communicated  it  to  another  ? 

That  one  may  have  communicated  it  to  another ;  but  I  give  that  with  a 
distinct  Declaration  that  I  will  not  give  an  Opinion  on  a  Medical  Subject. 

Your  Suspicion  arises  from  the  Number  of  Persons  who  are  stated  to  have 
died  of  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  ? 

My  Suspicion  arises  from  this  Return ;  there  having  been  a  Number  of 
Persons  returned  as  having  died  in  the  House  from  a  Disease  which  .was 
there  fatal,  I  presume  that  One  of  Two  Things  must  be  clear,  either  that 
there  was  a  deadly  Disease  raging  in  the  House  which  was  not  fatal  out  of  it| 
or  that  the  Deaths  were  not  ascribable  to  that  Disease. 

Is  there  not  another  possible  Alternative,  that  the  Children  may  have  been 
ill  before  they  came  into  the  House  ? 

I  conceive  not.  I  should  not  be  justified  in  giving  such  an  Answer,  for  it 
appears  from  the  Register  that  no  such  Disease  existed  out  of  the  House. 

Is  it  not  possible  that  all  the  Children  of  this  Family  may  have  come  into 
the  House  labouring  under  Disease  ? 
It  is  possible. 

Is  it  probable  that  Persons  should  have  come  from  different  Parts  of  the 
Union  all  labouring  under  the  same  Disease  ? 
Certainly  not. 

You  state  that  this  Family  of  the  Winns  were  a  healthy  Family  ? 

Yes ;  I  had  Reason  to  believe  that  was  the  Case  from  the  Information  I 
had  received.  To  proceed  with  the  Statement :  I  observe,  '*  Thus  it  appears 
that  in  the  Workhouse  Ten  Children  were  carried  off"  in  Twenty-eight  Days 
by  Diseases  which  were  only  fatal  out  of  the  House  in  the  Proportion  of 
1  to  10,000 ;  while  within  the  Walls  of  the  House  they  were  fatal  in  the  Pro- 
portion  of  400  to  10,000."  So  far  from  any  Inquiry  having  been  instituted 
on  this  Destruction  of  Human  Life  (by  Inflammation  of  the  Lyngs)  within 
the  Workhouse,  the  Assistant  Commissioner  congratulates  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  on  the  House  being  **  even  now  more  free  from  Disease  than 
it  was"  at  his  last  Visit. 

You  say  the  Commissioners  "  even  now."  The  Commissioner's  Lettw  is 
dated  on  the  2d  of  April,  he  having  had  the  Report  of  that  Week ;  will  you 
look  from  the  26th  oi  March  to  the  2d  of  April  ? 

I  do  not  know  on  what  Day  he  received  his  Report. 

He  says,  "  It  was  last  Evening  reported  to  me."  Will  you  look  to  the  Six 
Days  preceding  the  Ist  of  Aprils  and  see  whether  any  Persons  died  or  were  ill 
in  the  House  ? 

The  80th  of  March  George  Coate,  the  3 1st  of  March  Rhoda  Vearing,  the 
31st  of  March  Jane  Winn,  the  31st  of  March  Rebecca  Cotes  j  there  were 
Kve  died  in  Pour  Days. 
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When  the  Assistant  Commissioner  reported  that  they  were  more  healthy    Mr.  John  Bowen. 
th^n  they  had  been  before,  Five  died  in  Four  Days  ?  

Yes ;  but  I  do  not  mean  to  charge  tbie  Commissioner  alone  j  he  might  have 
been  deceived  by  others. 

Can  you  state  from  the  Book  how  many  were  admitted  within  the  Two 
Periods  of  September  and  April  ? 

No.  I  could  not  make  that  out,  for  there  were  Two  Workhouses,  the 
Petherton  and  Bridgwater;  the  Clerk,  who  is  on  the  Spot,  can  state  that 
without  Difficulty. 

You  have  not  referred  to  the  Visitors  Book  of  that  Period  ? 
No,  I  have  not. 

Have  you  seen  that  on  the  9tb  of  March  1838  there  is  this  Entry  in  the  Visitors 
Book,  signed  by  William  Pitman  King : — •*  No  infectious  Fever  j  several  Cases 
of  Itch,  and  One  of  Measles  ;**  that  on  the  l6th  of  March  there  is  this,  signed 
by  John  Dalby : — **The  only  Case  of  Fever  is  the  Nurse ;  One  orTwo  Cases  of 
Measles/*  Upon  the  19th  of  March,  in  answer  to  Question,  "  Are  the  Inmates 

fenerally  healthy,  or  is  there  any  Sickness  prevalent  among  them  ?  If  so,  state 
Particulars,  and  especially  if  any  dangerous  or  highly  infectious  Case  exists  in 
the  House  ?**  the  Answer  is,  "  Yes,**  which  may  be  considered  to  mean  that  the 
Inmates  are  generally  healthy — ^signed  "  H.  Parsons.**  Then,  the  23d  of  March 
1838,  the  Report  is  signed,  *^  for  R.  K.  M.  King,  George  Browne**  ? 

I  believe  it  is  not  an  unusual  Thing,  when  the  Visitor  for  the  Week  is  pre- 
vented,  for  another  to  visit  for  him,  and  to  sign  for  him. 

The  Entry  on  that  Date  is,  "  The  Inmates  are  improving  in  Health,  and 
the  Fever  Patients  and  Itch  Patients  may  be  considered  recovered  ;  there  are 
a  few  Children  ill  with  the  Measles,  and  others  with  Colds.**  Then  comes  the 
29th  of  March,  signed  "  Richard  King,**  in  answer  to  that  Second  Question, 
"  The  Inmates  are  much  better,**  and  on  the  5th  of  April,  *'No  infectious 
Case  in  the  House  ?** 

If  your  Lordships  go  on  to  May  you  will  see  an  Entry  something  to  this 
Effect :  a  few  Fever  Cases,  a  few  Itch  Cases,  a  few  Cases  of  Inflammation  of 
the  Eyes,  but  still  the  Health  of  the  People  is  generally  improving. 

The  Entry  of  April  the  12th  is,  "  The  Inmates  are  generally  healthy;  the 
Children  are  better,**  signed  by  "  N.  Ruddock,  Visitor  :**  April  19th,  signed 
by  "  Robert  Evered,*'  "  Two  Cases  of  Fever,  and  Three  or  Four  in  the 
Itch.**  On  the  26th  of  April  1838,  signed  •'  James  Somers,**  "  There  are 
Four  Cases  of  Fever,  and  a  few  Cases  of  Itch.**  On  the  3d  of  May  1838, 
signed  "  John  Knight,**  "  There  are  a  few  Fever  Cases,  Itch  Cases,  and 
Inflammation  in  the  Eyes,  but  the  general  State  of  the  sick  is  much  improving.*' 
Is  that  the  one  you  object  to  ? 

I  object  to  none ;  but  only  wish  to  show,  that  after  the  Entries  had  gone  on 
saying  that  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  had  gone  on  improving,  there  were  a 
few  Cases  of  Fever,  a  few  Cases  of  Itch,  and  a  few  Cases  of  Inflammation  of 
the  Eyes. 

Suppose  there  were  a  few  Cases  of  Fever,  a  few  Cases  of  Itch,  and  a  few 
Cases  of  Inflammation  of  the  Eyes,  might  not  the  general  State  of  the  sick 
be  notwithstanding  much  improving  ? 

It  might ;  but  I  must  only  beg  to  call  your  Lordships  Attention  to  what 
their  State  must  have  been  before  that  Improvement  took  place. 

Why  is  the  stating  a  few  Fever  Cases,  a  few  Itch  Cases,  and  a  few  Cases  of 
Inflammation  of  the  Eyes  inconsistent  with  the  general  State  of  the  Health 
improving  ? 

I  have  not  so  stated  that. 

What  Inference  do  you  draw  from  that  ? 

I  draw  no  further  Inference  from  it ;  I  merely  call  your  Lordships  Attention 
to  it. 

You  drew  the  Attention  of  the  Committee  to  it  as  showing  that  you 
were  right  in  your  View,  and  as  showing  that  there  was  Infection  in  the 
House  ? 

I  was  asked  whether  I  had  examined  the  Visitors  Book  j  I  candidly  stated 
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Mr.  John  Bowen.    that  I  had  not ;  I  therefore  could  not  have  the  smallest  Wish  to  draw  yonr 
— •  Lordships  Attention  to  it;  but  as  your  Lordships  asked  the  Questtoo,  it 

occurred  to  me  that  there  was  that  particular  Entry. 

With  what  View  did  you  call  particular  Attention  to  it  ? 

To  show  that  at  the  Time  when  there  were  a  few  Cases  of  Fever,  a  few 
Cases  of  the  Itch,  and  a  few  Cases  of  Inflammation  of  the  Eyes  the  Vistor 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Health  of  the  House  was  improving,  and  therefore  it 
must  have  been  much  worse  at  a  former  Period. 

Why  should  it  have  been  much  worse  ? 
1  will  say  worse. 

Then  you  must  go  back  to  the  other  Entries  to  deduce  that  ? 
I  had  a  very  strong  Reason  for  closing  my  Observations  on  the  Bridgwater 
Workhouse  on  the  2d  of  April,  and  I  am  ready  to  state  what  that  Reason  is. 

Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  did  not  mean  to  make  an  Impression  tliat 
the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  had  that  Infection  in  it,  and  was  in  a  much  worse 
State  than  it  had  been  represented  to  be  ? 

I  meant  to  call  your  Lordships  Attention  to  the  State  of  the  House  in  the 
Months  I  brought  before  your  Lordships,  from  January  to  March  ;  I  mean  to 
go  no  further  than  that. 

Then  with  what  view  did  you  bring  that  Entry  to  the  Attention  (rf  the 
Committee  ? 

Your  Lordship  brought  it  to  my  Attention  ;  I  merely  mean  to  say  that  the 
Visitors  Book  does  not  in  the  slightest  Degree  invalidate  the  Facts  I  have 
stated. 

Does  the  Fact  of  Ten  Children  having  died  in  the  Interval  do  any  thing 
more  than  raise  a  Suspicion  that  there  was  an  infectious  Disease  ? 

I  have  stated  that  as  my  Opinion  ;  and  I  hope  that  I  have  stated  it  modestly 
land  humbly  ;  but  such  is  my  deliberate  Opinion. 

Is  that  Entry  offered  to  confirm  your  Opinion  ? 

No  ;  I  would  rather  have  it  to  be  considered  as  having  no  Reference  to  my 
previous  Answer,  which  I  put  on  Paper,  and  which  I  do  not  wish  to  evade 
in  the  smallest  Degree. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  Visitors  Book  which  induces  you  to  suppose  there 
is  any  thing  confirmatory  of  your  Observation  ? 
Nothing  beyond  that  which  I  have  repeatedly  stated. 

Do  you  mean  to  insinuate  that  any  thing  is  untruly  stated  in  that  Book  ? 
May  I  beg  to  say  I  never  insinuated  any  thing  in  my  Life. 

Do  you  consider  that  Persons  with  the  Itch  or  with  sore  Eyes  are  therefore 
Persons  out  of  Health  ? 
That  is  a  Medical  Question  which  I  cannot  answer. 

Is  not  the  Itch  a  very  common  Complaint  out  of  Doors  among  the  Agri- 
cultural Population  ? 

That  is  a  Question  I  cannot  answer ;  I  only  know  from  some  Reading  that 
Inflammation  of  the  Eyes  is  considered  infectious  to  such  an  Extent  that  there 
have  been  Objections  made  to  the  Establishment  of  Eye  Infirmaries  in  par- 
ticular Situations ;  there  was  an  Objection  very  strongly  made  to  the 
Establishment  of  one  in  the  Regent's  Park. 

May  there  not  be  Inflammations  of  the  Eyes  not  at  all  infectious? 
There  may  be. 

It  does  not  therefore  follow  that  because  a  Man  is  stated  to  have  Inflammation 
of  the  Eyes  it  is  infectious  ? 

I  have  brought  the  Subject  forward  in  consequence  of  your  Lordship  leading 
to  it ;  I  do  not  mean  to  say  it  is  infectious. 

Will  it  not  follow  from  a  great  many  Persons  in  the  same  House  having  it 
that  it  is  infectious  ? 

It  would  appear  to  be  so. 

Do 
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Do  you  know  how  many  had  it  ?  ^^,  ^^^„  Bowen. 

I  do  not.  - 

The  Effect  of  the  Answer  would  depend  upon  the  Number,  would  it  not  ? 

Yes ;  the  Visitors  Book  has  been  referred  to  by  the  Noble  Lord  who  applied 
for  a  Return  of  the  whole  of  the  Medical  Cases  in  that  Time.  Now  that 
Return,  if  placed  before  each  of  yoiir  Lordships,  would  show  the  Surgeon^s 
View  of  the  Thing. 

In  the  Copy  of  the  Register  in  one  Week  you  state  there  were  Four 
Deaths ;  if  those  appear  to  be  from  different  Complaints,  should  you  think 
yourself  justified  in  concluding  there  was  Infection  in  those  Cases? 

Certainly  not,  from  such  Cases  alone ;  if  they  had  been  from  different  Com- 
plaints. 

If  it  be  that  one  Complaint  should  be  Apoplexy,  another  Marasmus,  another 
Inflammation  of  the  Lungs,  and  another  Diarrhoea,  should  you  from  those 
Cases  conclude  Infection  ? 

No,  certainly  not,  from  those  Cases  alone. 

You  are  acquainted  with  the  Registrar,  Mr.  Abraham  King  ? 
I  am. 

Did  you  ever  have  any  Conversation  with  him  upon  the  Subject  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  gather  from  that  Conversation  that  those  Diseases  in  the  House 
were  infectious  ? 

I  never  had  any  Conversation  with  him  upon  that  Subject. 

Have  you  any  Reason  to  believe  that  the  Entries  made  by  him  in  the  Register 
Book  are  incorrect? 

Not  the  smallest ;  I  conclude  he  is  bound  to  register  the  Accounts  given, — 
that  he  is  sworn  to  do  so. 

Do  you  conceive  he  is  competent  to  describe  the  Diseases  properly  ? 
He  inserts  them  as  they  are  given  to  him  by  the  Medical  Man,  or  other 
Authority. 

You  have  stated  your  Belief  that  the  Family  of  Winn  entered  the  Workhouse 
in  a  healthy  Condition  ? 

I  have  so  stated ;  but  I  stated  at  the  same  Time  that  I  never  saw  one  of 
them. 

William  Winn  was  attacked  with  an  Affection  of  the  Head  in  the  Week 
ending  the  23d  of  February  ? 

I  know  nothing  about  that.  I  have  not  the  smallest  Knowledge  of  any  thing 
connected  with  them. 

la  Page  75  of  the  printed  Papers  there  is  a  Note  at  the  Bottom  relating  to 
a  Letter  from  the  Reverend  Mr.  Pitman  of  Eastboum,  in  which  he  compares  the 
Dietary  of  the  Lewes  House  of  Correction  with  the  Dietary  of  the  Workhouse  of 
the  Eastboum  Union.  He  states  that  **  the  Lewes  House  of  Correction  Dietary 
allows  Five  Ounces  more  of  Bread,  besides  One  Pint  of  Soup  daily,  than  that 
of  our  Workhouse'*? 

He  says  "  our  Workhouse.'*     I  took  his  Statement  as  I  found  it 

Are  you  aware  or  not  that  that  Quantity  of  Bread  and  Soup  are  the  only 
Victuals  allowed  in  the  Lewes  Houseof  Correction  ? 

I  am  not ;  and  it  would  perhaps  have  been  more  prudent  not  to  have  copied 
the  Note. 

If  there  is  nothing  allowed  in  the  House  but  Bread  and  Soup,  is  that  a  fair 
Comparison  ? 

I  think  not;  but  the  Comparison  is  not  made  by  me.  I  take  it  as  I 
find  it. 

Is  not  the  Labour  more  severe  in  most  Houses  of  Correction  than  that  which 
the  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse  are  subjected  to  ? 
Much  more  so« 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
(151.27.)  6  E  3  Mr. 
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Mr.  m  Baker.  Mn  WILLIAM  BAKER  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  foUows : 

WHERE  do  you  Uve  ? 

At  Bridgwater, 

What  Profession  are  you  ? 
A  Currier  bv  Trade. 

Have  you  been  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwatei 
Union  ? 
I  have. 

Are  you  still  so  ? 
I  am  not  at  present. 

When  were  you  ? 

From  May  1836  to  March  1837,  the  first  Year. 

Have  you  taken  an  active  Part  as  a  Guardian  in  that  Union  ? 
I  did,  whilst  I  was  a  Member  of  the  Board. 

Had  you  Occasion  during  that  Year  to  act  with  Mr.  Bowen  upon  the  Subject 
of  what  he  conceived  to  be  improper  Conduct  on  the  Part  of  that  Board  ? 
Mr.  Bowen  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Board  that  Year. 

You  lived  near  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time,  did  you  not  ? 
I  did. 

You  were  in  the  habit  of  frequenUy  visiting  it  ? 
Very  frequently  indeed. 

Were  you  One  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
I  was. 

Were  the  Medical  Officer  and  the  Governor  in  the  habit  of  applying  to  you 
in  case  of  any  Circumstances  occurring  which  they  thought  required  Con- 
sultation  ? 

I  believe  constantly,  when  they  required  Advice  and  Assistance. 

In  August  1836  was  there  a  good  deal  of  Oatmeal  Gruel  used  in  the 
Workhouse  ? 

The  Oatmeal  Gruel  was  then  brought  into  the  House,  I  believe,  for  the  first 
Time. 

Up  to  that  Time  they  had  Milk? 
Yes. 

Up  to  that  Time  were  the  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse  healthy  ? 
They  were  j  there  was  nothing  unusual  in  the  Sickness  of  the  House. 

In  August  1836  the  Diet  was  changed  from  Milk  to  Oatmeal  Gruel  ? 
Yes. 

After  that  did  there  appear  to  be  any  Illness  prevalent  in  the  House  ? 
About  September  the  People  became  ill  of  Diarrhoea. 

How  soon  ? 

I  think  about  the  last  Week  in  September }  I  think  it  was  little  more  than  a 
Month  after  we  began  to  use  the  Gruel. 

Did  you  visit  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time  ? 
I  did,  constantly. 

Did  you  sign  the  Visiting  Book  any  Week  about  that  Time  ? 
There  were  several  Weeks  when  I  did  sign  the  Book. 

You  say  that  Diarrhoea  began  about  the  End  of  September  ? 
I  think  there  was  some  Appearance  of  Sickness  about  the  End  of  Sep- 
tember. 

It  appears  that  on  the  11th  of  October  1836  you  signed  the  Book;  the 
Answer  to  the  Question  whether  they  were  healthy  is,  "  Yes,  except  some  Cases 
of  Sickness  among  the  Children  '*  ? 

I  believe  there  were  Entries  of  Sickness  before  that  Period  signed  by  other 
Members  of  the  Committee. 
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.    The  Week  before  that,  the4th  of  October,  "generally  healthy  ;**  but  the  Week      Mu  w.  Baker. 

before  that  Frederick  Axford  says,  **  The  aged  Poor  are  afflicted  with  Colic      ' 

and  DiarrhcBa,  and  the  Children  suffering  from  the  same  Complaint :  One  in  th^ 
Measles."  The  20th  of  September, — Frederick  Axford,  •*  Generally  healthy," 
The  13th  of  September,  "Generally  healthy— Frederick  Axford."  Then,  on  the 
llth'of  October,  William  Baker,  "  Yes,  excepting  some  Sickness  amongst  the  . 
Children."  18th  of  October,  William  Baker,  "  Yes,  excepting  some  Sickness 
amongst  the  Children."  25th  of  October,  "  No ;  there  is  much  Sickness, 
amongst  the  Children  and  the  old  People  ;  there  are  Thirty-three  Cases  under 
the  Care  of  the  Medical  Gentleman"  ? 

Yes  J  we  were  very  much  alarmed  by  the  Appearance  of  the  House  at  that 
Time. 

When  was  it  the  Medical  Officer  informed  you  he  beUeved  the  Oatmeal 
Gruel  had  occasioned  this  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  think  that  was  the  Time ;  not  supposing  I  should  be  ever  asked  any 
Questions  on  the  Subject  I  went  on  doing  from  Day  to  Day  what  I  considered 
necessary. 

You  know  that  Mr.  Evered  Poole  did  apply  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Diet  ? 
I  believe  Mr.  King  applied. 

Was  not  Mr.  Evered  Poole  attending  then  for  Mr.  King  ? 
When  Mr.  King  became  ill  Mr.  Poole  assisted  him,  and  I  believe  Mr.  Poole 
did  apply  as  well ;  but  Mr.  King  made  a  strong  Application  to  the  Board. 

Is  the  Letter  you  refer  to  that  of  the  25th  of  October  ? 
It  is ;  Mr.  King  had  been  then  ill  for  some  Time,  with  the  same  Complaint 
of  DiarrhcBa  frequently  upon  him. 

You  were  one  of  the  Visitors  at  that  Time,  and  frequently  visited  the 
House? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  for  some  Weeks  prior  to  the  25th  of  October 
Mr.  Evered  Poole  had  frequently  remonstrated  with  you  and  the  visiting 
Committee  on  the  Use  of  the  Gruel  ? 

Mr.  Poole  recommended  to  have  the  Dietary  altered  if  possible,  and  I 
made  Application  to  the  Board  repeatedly  for  that  Purpose. 

When  was  that? 

I  think  immediately  afler  the  Appearance  of  the  Diarrhoea  in  Septem1)er, 
but  more  particularly  after  the  25th  of  October  j  I  had  made  Application  in 
the  Interval. 

Three  Weeks  before  the  25th  of  October  did  Mr.  Evered  Poole  frequenljly 
remonstrate  with  the  visiting  Committee  on  the  Use  of  the  Gruel  ? 

Mr.  Poole,  I  believe, — but  either  Mr.  Poole  or  Mr.  King  made  Observations, 
that  the  Gruel  produced  bad  Effects  on  the  Health  of  the  People,  to  the 
visiting  Committee. 

Did  the  visiting  Committee  enter  that  in  their  Book  ? 

I  must  inform  your  Lordships  that  what  is  called  the  visiting  Committee  is 
sometimes  only  One  Person  ;  I  was  sometimes  the  only  Person  who  attended 
the  Poorhouse  as  visiting  Committee. 

Did  you  enter  those  Remarks  of  Mr.  Poole  in  the  Book  ? 
I  did  hot ;  I  went  to  the  Board,  and  made  known  the  Observations  of  the 
Medical  Officer  to  the  Board  on  several  Occasions* 

Do  you  recollect  the  Occasions  ? 

I  made  known  thaObservations  before  Mr.  King's  Letter  appeared^  but  more 
particularly  after  that  Letter,  for  I  endeavoured  to  enforce  the  Necessity  of 
altering  the  Diet  by  that  Letter. 

After  that  Letter  was  not  the  Diet  altered  ? 

Not  for  a  long  Time ;  not  till  April  1837.  The  Board  gave  Direction  for  the 
visiting  Committee  to  use  Milk  and  Arrow  Root  and  Rice  for  the  sick  People^ 
but  not  for  the  healthy  People  ;  that  was  strongly  objected  to« 
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Mr.  w.  Baker:         There  is  in  your  Handwriting,  on  October  25th,  in  answer  to  the  Question, 

t       "  la  the  established  Dietary  duly  observed  ?" — •*  It  has  been  departed  froin  this 

Week  by  the  Direction  of  the  Medical  Officer  in  consequence  of  Sickness 

amongst  the  Children  and  weak  People ;    Milk  has    been   used  instead  of 

Gruel."    Does  that  Answer  of  yours  apply  merely  to  the  sick  People? 

Merely  to  the  sick  People  and  young  Children ;  there  had  been  some  Com- 
plaints of  our  departing  as  far  as  we  had  done,  but  I  importuned  the  Board  to 
allow  it  " 

Who  made  that  Complaint  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  I  can  fix  on  any  particular  Person. 

It  was  some  Guardian  at  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

The  Board  generally  ? 

Yes ;  and  &e  Reason  given  was  the  Necessity  of  carrying  the  Law  into 
e£fect ;  that  we  had  chosen  a  Table  of  Dietary,  and  must  abide  by  it 

Did  they  hold  that  Language  after  the  Medical  Man  had  told  you  there 
was  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  Workhouse,  and  that  he  ascribed  it  to  the  Dietary  ? 
Certainly. 

Did  you  make  any  Motion  upon  the  Subject  ? 

I  do  not  believe  I  ever  did ;  my  Efforts  were  intended  to  have  the  Effect  of  a 
Motion  ;  I  could  not  carry  a  Party  sufficiently  strong  with  me  in  Measures  that 
appeared  to  go  against  the  Law  or  the  Rules  of  the  Commissioners, — to  over- 
rule  the  Board. 

Were  you  prevented  making  a  Motion  by  the  Chairman  telling  you  you 
could  not  do  it  ? 

Yes ;  there  was  a  very  strong  Reason  for  my  not  dohig  it ;  the  Chairman  had 
repeatedly  told  me  that  the  Dietary  could  not  be  altered. 

Without  the  Consent  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  ? 

That  was  not  referred  to  ;  that  it  was  imperative  upon  us  to  continue  it 

Notwithstanding  the  Consequences  of  its  Use  ? 

Yes  ;  notwithstanding  the  Consequences  of  its  Use.  There  was  another  Cir- 
cumstance which  arose  out  of  that,  which  I  think  of  Importance  :  when  I  found 
that  I  could  not  have  the  Dietary  altered,  I  begged  the  Board  to  refrain  from 
sending  any  more  People  into  the  House ;  I  thought  that  if  we  could  keep  the 
House  from  having  too  many  Inmates  we  might  bye  and  bye  get  the  House 
more  healthy.  The  Reply  was  given  to  me  several  Times  upon  that  Occasion,  that 
when  we  took  the  House  it  was  reported  to  be  capable  to  contain  a  certain 
Number  of  Persons,  and  that  Number  there  had  not  yet  been  put  there ;  there- 
fore there  Was  sufficient  Room  to  take  in  more. 

What  was  the  Number  reported  ? 
I  think  140. 

By  whom  was  that  reported  ? 

By  no  competent  Persons,  but  I  think  by  some  of  the  Gentlemen  of  the 
Board  who  went  to  see  how  many  Beds  could  be  placed  Side  by  Side. 
• 

Were  the  Overseers  of  Bridgwater  any  Parties  to  the  Representation  as  to 
what  Number  the  House  would  contain  ? 

I  am  not  aware  that  they  were ;  they  must  have  negotiated  for  the  Use  of 
the  House,  but  I  am  not  sure  whether  they  had  taken  any  Pains  to  know 
what  the  House  would  contain. 

Do  you  not  think  they  might  have  expressed  an  Opinion  as  to  how  many 
the  House  would  contain  ? 

No ;  I  do  not  think  that  at  all  likely ;  I  think  it  more  likely  that  some  of 
the  Members  of  the  Board  would  ascertain  the  Space. 

Was  not  there  a  Committee  appointed  by  the  Board  ? 
There  was  a  building  Committee  appointed,  and  I  believe  it  was  made^^a 
jP^rt  of  their  Duty  to  sea  this  House. 
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Do  you  remember  of  whom  that  Committee  was  composed  ?  Mr.  fv.  Bakm-. 

I  was  one  of  the  building  Committee  myself.  — — — 

Were  you  one  of  the  Persons  who  went  to  visit  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  was  not 

Notwithstanding  what  you  told  them  of  the  State  of  the  House  and  the 
Disease  prevailing,  still  other  Inmates  were  taken  in  ? 
There  were. 

Did  you  endeavour  to  record  your  Opinion  by  making  a  Motion  at  the 
Board? 

I  did  not ;  I  proposed  making  Motions  once  or  twice  to  the  Board, .  and 
Mr.  Warry  begged  me  not  to  make  Motions  if  I  could  avoid  it  that  would 
be  likely  to  interrupt  the  good  Feeling  of  the  Board,  saying  it  was  a  Pity  we 
should  divide  more  than  was  absolutely  necessary ;  and  in  order  to  satisfy  me 
on  those  Points,  I  was  allowed  to  be  as  indulgent  as  I  could  be,  as  one  of 
the  Visitors,  to  the  sick ;  but  I  was  always  prevented  making  any  Alteration 
as  to  the  healthy. 

Were  you  put  off  from  making  a  Motion  to  prevent  the  Keceptipn  of 
fresh  People  into  the  House  by  the  Declaration  of  the  Chairman,  that  you 
could  not  do  so  consistently  with  the  Law  and  the  Rule  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  ? 

I  believe  not;  I  was  told  that  there  must  be  fresh  People  put  in  as 
Occasion  required  to  carry  the  Law  into  effect;  but  I  do  not  believe  it 
went  further  than  that.  I  was  repeatedly  told  that  the  Number  was  not  so 
many  as  the  House  was  reported  capable  of  containing,  and  that  they  must 
go  on  as  long  as  there  was  Room» 

Notwithstanding  you  represented  to  them  that  it  was  in  an  unhealthy 
State? 

Notwithstanding  that  I  represented^to  them  it  was  in  an  unhealthy  State  at 
that  Time. 

Those  Representations  were  several  Times  made  ? 

Yes ;  and  there  was  one  particular  Circumstance  occurred  which  I  think  I 
mentioned  in  my  Letter  in  order  to  make  the  Board  acquainted  with  the  un- 
healthy  State  of  the  Inmates.  I  obtained  Permission  to  remove  as  many 
Children  as  were  convalescent  and  could  be  taken  conveniently  from  the 
House;  they  gave  me  Permission  to  do  so,  and  I  sent  Five  or  Six  or  Seven  on 
one  Day  to  North  Petherton ;  and  the  same  Day  a  Man  and  his  Wife  and 
Five  Children  came  into  the  House  by  Order  of  the  Board,  and  we  had  no 
Beds  to  put  them  on. 

What  was  the  Name  of  those  People  ? 
Kidner. 

That  was  the  Man  that  was  afterwards  committed  for  running  away  from  his 
Family  ? 

Yes  ;  I  have  alluded  to  the  Circumstance  in  my  Letter  to  Mr.  Bowen  ;  but 
I  did  not  mention  the  Name,  because  the  sending  the  Man  to  Prison  had 
cieated  an  unpleasant  Feeling  in  the  Neighbourhood,  and  I  did  not  msh  to 
add  to  the  Excitement. 

Do  you  know  what  became  of  those  Children  who  were  sent  to  Petherton  ? 
I  cannot  trace  them. 

Do  you  know  whether  they  died  or  not  ? 

I  believe  not  j  there  were  very  few  Deaths  at  Petherton.  There  might  be 
some  Deaths,  of  course,  but  whether  those  particular  Children  or  not  I  do  not 
ki^ow. 

Were  the  Applications  for  an  Alteration  of  Diet  to  the  Board  received  inva- 
liably  in  the  same  Way  ? 
Invariably. 

That  the  Law  would  not  permit  it  ? 
-    Yea,  that  was  the  Case ;  they  would  give  every  Indulgence  to  the  Com- 
mittee  to  take  care  of  the  sick  and  the  Children  that  were  labouring  under 
Diarrhoea. 

(151.27.)  6  F  It 


Digitized  by 


Google 


992       MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.  W.  Baker.        It  was  on  an  Interpretation  or  a  Misinterpretation  of  the  Law  j  tbey  a{^re. 
■  hended  it  prevented  tnem  from  altering  the  Diet  ? 

That  appeared  to  me  at  first  to  have  been  the  Reason. 

When  the  Union  was  formed  did  the  Assistant  Commissioner  lay  before  you 
certain  Forms  of  Dietary  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

Did  he  inform  you  that  you  must  adopt  one  of  them,  and  that  having  adopted 
it  you  must  adhere  to  it  ? 

Yes, 

Is  that  contained  in  any  Letter  written  by  him  ? 

I  do  not  know ;  that  was  the  Impression  upon  my  Mind,  and  I  believe  the 
Impression  on  the  Mind  of  the  Board,  that  it  was  imperative  to  abide  by  the 
Dietary  when  once  adopted. 

Was  your  Proposition  to  change  the  Dietary  in  the  Nature  of  an  Applicatioa 
to  the  roor  Law  Commissioners  for  Permission,  or  for  the  Board  to  change  it 
on  their  own  Authority  ? 

I  repeatedly  said  to  the  Board  that  if  the  existing  Orders  of  the  Comnift* 
Bioners  or  the  Law  would  not  allow  us  to  depart  from  the  Dietary  we  had 
chosen  we  should  take  some  Steps  to  obtain  the  Means ;  and  I  went  so  &r  as 
to  say  that  we  ought  to  take  the  Responsibility  upon  ourselves,  and  then 
guard  against  the  Consequences. 

Did  you  inform  the  Board  of  Guardians  what  the  Medical  Officer  had  told 
you? 
Yes.- 

That  it  was  the  Gruel  which  had  produced  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes. 

What  Answer  was  given  you  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

I  recollect  its  being  said  that  it  was  an  unhealthy  Season,  and  we  had  no 
Reason  to  attribute  the  Sickness  in  the  House  to  the  Gruel ;  that  the  Neigh- 
bourhood was  unhealthy  generally. 

Did  they  call  in  the  Medical  Persons  on  any  of  those  Occasions  to  examine 
into  the  Fact  ? 
Not  at  all,  I  believe. 

Did  you  ever  press  upon  them  to  do  so  ? 
I  am  not  aware  that  I  did. 

Did  it  not  strike  you  that  that  was  the  best  Way  to  show  them  that  the 
Gruel  produced  this  Sickness,  for  the  Medical  Officer  to  come  and  state 'that 
to  them  ? 

When  those  Reports  were  laid  before  the  Board  they  were  constantly  read 
at  the  Board. 

What  Reports  ? 

The  weekly  Reports  of  the  visiting  Committee.  The  Medical  lUport 
Book  was  always  on  the  Table  and  handed  from  one  Member  to  another;  ^e 
Facts  were  always  before  the  Board  ;  and  this  Letter  of  Mr.  King's  was  put 
in  for  the  v^ry  rurpose  of  making  a  stronger  Call  upon  the  Board  to  atU^a  to 
the  Circumstance. 

But  still  the  Board  never  did  call  upon  the  Medical  Officer  and  examine 
him  with  respect  to  the  Fact  of  this  Illness  arising  from  the  Use  of  the 
Gruel  ? 

Never  to  my  Knowledge,  and  I  believe  not. 

You  say  those  Reports  were  regularly  laid  before  the  Board ;  do  any  of 
those  Reports  specify  in  any  way  that  the  Gruel  was  the  Cause  of  the 
Complaint  ? 

The  Reports  themselves  do  not;  but  Mr.  King's  Letter  on  the  5th  of 
October  stated  distinctly  that  the  Disease  arose  from  the  Use  of  the  Gruel. 

Did  not  a  Change  take  place  immediately  upon  that? 

No ;  there  was  no  Change  took  place  in  the  Dietary  until  April. 
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Did  the  Grael  continue  to  be  used  for  those  not  sick  up  to  the  April      Mr.  fv.  Baker. 
following  ?  — - 

I  believe  so. 

^    Did  the  Sickness  continue  to  prevail  uninterruptedly  while  the  Gruel  was 
used  up  to  the  April  following  ? 

Not  uninterruptedly ;  but  there  were  a  good  many  old  and  infirm  People 
swept  away,  and  we  removed  the  young  Children,  whenever  we  could  do  so, 
to  the  North  Petherton  House. 

There  is  an  Entry  signed  by  you  on  the  First  of  November,  that  the 
Inmates  were  not  generalnr  healthy ;  that  there  was  still  much  Sickness  in  the 
House,  but  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  generally  was  rather  better  ? 

That  was  the  Case  sometimes. 

Then  on  the  8th  of  November  there  is  an  Entry  signed  by  Mn  Coulthurst : 
**  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House  rapidly  improving/*  The  Gruel 
was  still  used  ? 

It  was. 

On  the  15th  of  November  there  is  an  Entry  by  Mr,  Frederick  Axford :  •*  The 
Health  of  the  Inmates  generally  good^  with  the  Exception  of  Five  Children  ?'* 
Yes,  that  was  so. 

There  is  an  Entry  on  the  22d  of  November  by  Mr,  Ruddock :  "  The  Health 
of  the  Inmates  still  improving."  The  Gruel  was  still  used  ? 

Yes ;  all  this  Time  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  was  not  good ;  they  were  only 
getting  better^  as  we  supposed ;  font  there  was  always  SicknesS|  though  we 
hoped  from  Time  to  Time  they  were  getting  better. 

Was  not  it  a  very  unhealthy  Period  out  of  the  House  ? 

At  one  Period  Influenza  prevailed ;  I  think  that  was  after  Christmas. 

On  the  29th  of  Novemberyou  signed,  **  Still  much  Sickness  in  the  House,** 
On  the  6th  of  December,  "  The  Health  of  the  Inmate^is  improving  "  ? 

Yes  ;  we  were  always  hoping  they  were  improving,  and  constantly  went  on 
in  the  Hope  we  should  get  them  better,  and  whenever  we  could  make  a  favour- 
able Report  we  did  so. 

Then  on  the  13th  of  December  Mr.  Axford  says,  "  Much  Sickness  is  still 
prevalent  in  the  House/'  On  the  20th  of  December,  "  William  Baker,  The 
Health  of  the  Inmates  is  improving.*'  Those  Answers  were  put  deliberately 
after  Examination  ;  not  at  random  ? 

On  my  own  Part  they  were  not  put  down  at  random. 

If  it  has  been  stated  that  they  were  put  down  at  random  that  was  not  true 
as  far  as  you  were  concerned  ? 
Certainly  not. 

Was  the  Observation  that  the  People  were  healthy  or  unhealthy  founded  on 
your  own  Observation,  or  the  Report  of  the  Medical  OflScer  ? 

At  the  eariy  Part  of  the  Year  1836  I  generally  went  round  mvself;  but  at 
last,  when  the  People  became  so  ill,  I  was  advised  by  the  Medical  Man  not  to 
go  into  the  sick  Wards,  he  having  selected  a  Ward  to  put  the  worst  Cases  in* 

What  Medical  OflBcer  was  that? 

Mr.  King.  He  told  me  that  he  had  repeatedly  caught  the  Diarrhoea  by 
going  himself. 

He  advised  you  not  to  go  because  he  thought  it  infectious  ? 
Yes. 

On  what  Authority  did  you  put  down  the  State  of  Health  if  you  did  not 
visit  them  yourself  ? 

From  the  Report  of  the  Matron  and  Governor,  and  sometimes  the  Report 
of  the  Medical  Man. 

Did  you  abstain  for  some  Weeks  ? 
Yes  i  I  should  think  Six  Week^. 
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Mr.  fv.  Baker.        There  WHS  a  Part  of  Ihel  House  set  apart  for  the  sick  People  ? 
I  kept  pretty  much  from  the  Bed-rooms  altogether. 

Was  there  a  Part  of  the  House  set  apart  for  the  sick  People  ? 
There  was  no  regular  sick  Ward  in  tne  House,  but  we  set  apart  a  Side-room 
to  put  them  in. 

The  Matron  and  the  Govemor^s  Children  were  attacked  with  the  Diarrboea» 
were  they  not  ? 
Yes ;  the  <mly  one  whoescaped,  I  think,  was  the  Matron  herself* 

At  what  Time  of  the  Year  was  that  ? 

I  think  it  must  have  been  after  October.  I  believe  at  the  End  of  October 
or  the  Beginning  of  November  we  gave  Permission  to  the  Governor  to  go  firom 
Home  for  a  Ch^ge  of  Air :  he  went  to  Guernsey. 

Did  he  and  his  Children  and  the  Matron  live  on  the  Gruel  as  wdl  as  the  other 
People  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  believe  not 

Did  you  ever  have  any  Conversation  with  the  Medical  Officer  as  to  wSoMtil 
arose  from  in  their  Cases  ? 

He  believed  the  House  to  be  infectious,  and  that  was  his  Reason  for  advising 
me  not  to  go  through  the  House. 

Was  that  Mr.  King  ? 
It  was. 

After  he  advised  you  not  to  go  through  the  House  because  it  was  infeotioui 
were  any  more  Paupers  brought  in  ? 
Yes,  a  great  many. 

Do  you  know  whether  any  of  those  died  ? 
•    I  do  not  know  the  particular  Cases. 

Did  he  advise  you  not  to  go  into  the  House  or  the  sick  Wards  ? 
Not  to   go  into  the  sleeping  Apartments;   I  went  constantly  into  the 
Kitchen  and  the  lower  Pkirts  of  the  House. 

The  Paupers  brought  in  were  not  put  into  the  sick  Wards  ? 
No,  not  at  first 

Was  the  State  of  the  House  offensive  at  the  Time  ? 

The  Persons  who  went  into  the  Bed-rooms  informed  me  that  they  were  very 
offensive. 

Who  were  they  ? 

Most  of  the  able-bodied  of  the  Paupers,  whom  we  kept  to  perform  the  Offices 
of  Nurses  and  Servants  j  in  fact  there  were  some  very  worthy  poor  old  People 
•  who,  as  far  as  their  Strength  enabled  them,  attended  the  sick  until  they  were 
unable. 

Were  there  Instances  of  their  being  unwell  themselves  ? 

Yes  i  the  infirm  weak  Pec^le  are  almost  all  gone  from  the  House. 

Where  are  they  gone  ? 
They  are  dead. 

You  attempted  to  hire  Work  People  and  Nurses  ? 
We  did. 

Did  you  succeed  in  hiring  them  ? 

I  believe  not ;  they  got  in  a  Nurse  occasionally,  but  they  could  not  get 
them  to  stay  there. 

Why  could  not  they  get  them  to  stay  there  ? 

My  Belief  is  that  tt^y  would  not  stay  }  we  hired  Persons  to  do  a  Day's 
Work }  they  would  go  away  after  doing  a  Part  of  the  Day's  Work,  and  we 
could  not  get  them  to  come  again. 

Have  you  ever  had  any  Conversation  with  them  as  to  the  Reason  of  their 
not  coming  again  ? 

No ;  I  was  stropgly  impressed  with  the  Opinion  tliat  the  State  of  die  House 
prevented  it 
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Can  you  give  the  Names  of  any  Nurses  who  came  for  a  Part  of  the  Day     Mr.  w.  Baker. 
and  would  riot  come  again  ?  ■    '  '     ■- 

I  recollect  Two  Women  whom  I  knew  personally,  but  I  cannot  remember 
their  Names  ;  I  could  obtain  their  Natnes. 

You  say  Mr.  King  recommended  you  not  to  go  into  certain  Parts  of  the 
House  because  it  was  infectious ;  did  that  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  sleeping 
Wards,  or  only  One  ? 

It  applied  to  the  whole  of  the  sleeping  Wards;  he  wished  me  not  to 
go  into  any  F^rt  of  the  sleeping  Wards,  but  more  particularly  the  sick 
Wards. 

In  consequence  of  his  Recommendation  did  you  cease  to  visit  the  sleeping 
Apartments  ? 

Yes ;  I  was  not  in  the  sleeping  Wards  for  some  Time ;  I  understood  that  at 
l^al  limes  the  Air  was  offensive  even  in  the  Kitchen. 

Except  on  this  Occasion  had  you  any  Difficulty  in  hiring  Nurses  ? 

We  never  made  an  Application  for  Nurses ;  when  I  say  we  applied  for 
Nurses,  it  was  cmly  a  Wish  of  those  Persons  who  attended  the  House  mostly ; 
there  was  no  Order  by  the  Board  for  Nurses* 

But  Nurses  were  wanted  ? 

Yes ;  we  only  wanted  to  hire  Persons  to  come  and  do  Work  at  the  House ; 
«ie  of  them  I  recollect  was  of  the  Name  of  Philips,  who  liv^  near  the  House, 
who  used  to  do  Charwork. 

Was  any  Application  made  to  the  Board  for  Nurses  ? 
I  think  on  the  Report  it  is  stated  that  there  were  Nurses  required.   There  was 
another  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Bray,  I  believe. 

You  say  that  the  oflfensive  Smell  extended  to  the  Kitchen  ? 
That  I  do  not  speak  to  from  my  own  Knowledge. 

What  was  that  offensive  Smell  that  extended  to  the  Kitchen  ;  was  it  arising 
firom  the  Sickness  of  the  People,  or  any  Circumstance  connected  with  the  Use 
:of  Drains? 

I  have  heard  that  the  Matron  reported  it  to  arise  from  the  State  of  the 
Children's  Bowels  ^  that  they  could  not  retain  their  Faaces  while  they  were 
eating  their  Meals ;  they  generally  stood  at  their  Meals. 

That  was  Mrs.  Gover  ? 
Yes. 

Gover  is  not  the  present  Master  of  the  Workhouse? 

No. 

It  is  another  Person  of  the  same  Name  ? 
No ;  the  present  is  Govier. 

You  say  that  Persons  refused  to  come  to  the  House  to  work ;  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  Excitement  about  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time, 
was  not  there  ? 

There  was,  certainly. 

After  vou  found  this  State  of  Things,  and  the  Difficulty  of  getting  Nurses 
and  Work  People,  you  applied  to  the  Cleric  of  the  Board  about  the  Mortality  in 
the  House  under  the  old  Law  ? 

I  did. 

You  found  the  Mortality  very  much  increased  in  the  House  under  the 
Union  ? 

-  Yes.  This  was  after  I  had  made  repeated  Applications  for  an  Alteration 
in  the  Diet  j  and  for  the  House  to  be  kept  free  from  new  Inmates.  I  carried 
this  Report  to  the  Board  for  the  Purpose  of  more  effectually  carrying  out  my 
Object. 

Did   you    urge    the  Board  not   to  send   any   more  Paupers    into    the 
House? 
To  send  as  few  as  possible ;  I  believe  I  requested  them  not  to  send  any. 
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Mr.  w.  Baker.        Did  you  make  any  r^ular  Motion  at  that  Time  ?  > 

— —  I  did  not  J  I  considered  that  sufficient  Information  to  lay  before  the  Boardi 

and  I  was  in  hopes  proper  Steps  would  be  taken» 

But  you  were  not  successful  ? 
I  was  not. 

They  were  sent  in  liie  same  as  they  had  been  ? 
I  believe  there  was  no  Difference, 

On  what  Ground  did  tliey  continue  to  send  them  in  after  that  Repreaaita. 
tion? 

On  the  Ground  of  there  being  sufficient  Room  in  the  House  according  to 
the  Report  made,  and  that  the  Law  must  be  abided  by.  As  to  the  State 
of  the  Neighbourhood,  it  was  generally  healthy,  therefore  they  had  no  Right  to 
suppose  it  arose  from  any  thing  connected  with  the  general  State  of  the  Health 
of  the  District. 

Was  the  Diarrhoea  prevailing  in  that  Neighbourhood  at  that  Time  ? 
Certainly  not. 

The  Workhouse  was  examined  by  the  Committee  previous  to  youf 
entering  it,  and  there  appears  to  be  a  Report  to  the  Board  on  the  7th  of  June 
1836,  stating  that  the  House  would  accommodate  140  Inmates,  and  recom- 
mending the  Guardians  to  take  it  for  Two  Years  at  a  Rent  of  50L ;  which  is 
signed  by  several  Members  of  the  Committee,  of  whom  you  do  not  i^pear 
to  have  been  One  ? 

My  Name,  I  find,  does  not  appear  there  ;  I  was  not  certain,  but  I  thought  I 
was  not  present. 

Did  you  concur  in  that  Report  ? 

Yes.  I  believe  generally  there  was  no  Doubt  about  it  at  the  Time ;  and 
indeed  the  House  would  contain  140  by  packing  rather  close,  and  if  the 
Inmates  were  perfectly  healthy ;  but  when  a  Family  became  unhealthy, — a  large 
Family,  they  required  very  much  more  Room. 

With  respect  to  the  Names ;  do  you  know  that  any  of  those  Gentlemen 
were  Guardians  for  the  Parish  of  Bridgwater  ? 

Mr.  Frederick  Axford  was  j  I  think  he  was  the  only  one* 

•  •  * 

Was  Mr.  Parsons  ? 
No  J  he  was  an  ex-oflBcio  Guardian. 

Mr.  Inman  ? 
Yes,  he  was. 

Mr.  John  King  ? 
No,  he  was  not. 

Mr.  Coles? 
No,  he  was  not. 

Mr.  Clark  and  Mr.  North  ? 
They  were  Country  Guardians. 

What  is  Somers  ? 
^e  is  1^  Farmer. 

Where  does  he  live  ? 
At  Middlezoy. 

Did  Mr.  Axford  ever  serve  any  Parochial  Offices  ? 
Yes,  certainly* 

He  w^  likely  to  have  been  well  acquainted  with  the  State  of  the  Work- 
house ? 
Yes  J  he  knew  the  State  of  the  House  very  well  as  Overseer. 

He  would  not  therefore  have  been  likely  to  have  concurred  in  any  Report 
which  was  not  consistent  with  the  Fact  ? 
No;  I  believe  the  House  would  accommodate  140  Persons  if  no  Sickness 

had  broken  out  among  them, 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Axford  is  the  Brother  of  the  Surgeon  ? '                                                      Mr.  w.  Baker. 
Yes.  

Do  you  mean  140,  allowing  a  separate  Bed  to  each  Person  ? 
No;    Two  or  Three  in   a  Bed$   I  mean  such  Accommodation  as  they 
generally  give  at  such  Places* 

Was  there  such  Accommodation  as  existed  in  the  Workhouse  before  ? 
No,  for  we  never  used  to  have  more  than  Seventy  or  Eighty, 

During  that  Period  were  the  Male  Paupers  allowed  separate  Beds,  or  were 
there  more  than  One  in  the  same  Bed  ? 
More  than  One  in  the  same  Bed,  I  believe* 

Do  you  mean  with  respect  to  adult  Male  Paupers  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  the  Case  during  the  Prevalence  of  the  Disease  ? 
Yes ;  I  have  no  Doubt  of  it. 

Was  it  so  in  the  Sick  Ward  ? 

I  should  think  most  probably  not ;  1  would  leave  that  Case  thus,  as  I  cannot 
speak  to  it  from  my  own  Knowledge ;  I  have  not  the  least  Doubt  that  more 
than  Two  slept  together  out  of  the  Sick  Ward  in  some  Instances. 

You  were  on  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes. 

C^n  you  state  how  many  Beds  there  were  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  cannot. 

Were  there  Seventy  ? 
I  should  think  not 

You  think  that  though  there  were  not  Seventy  Beds  there  were  140  Paupers 
in  the  House  ? 

There  were  not  140  Paupers  at  any  one  Time  j  I  think  there  were  only 
about  106,  or  something  more  than  thatj  that  is,  exclusive  of  the  Family 
of  the  Governor. 

What  Steps  were  taken  for  providing  that  Workhouse  with  temporary 
Furniture ;  did  you  take  any  Furniture  out  of  the  other  old  House  of  the 
Union? 

No;  I  ordered  fresh  Bedsteads  myself  where  we  could  find  Room  for 
them  ;  then  we  removed  some  of  those  Bedsteads  to  North  Petherton. 

What  Bedsteads  ? 
Iron  Bedsteads. 

Why  did  you  remove  the  Bedsteads  to  North  Petherton  ? 
To  take  the  Children,  there  being  no  Bedsteads  for  them  there  j  we  did 
,not  order  a  great  many  j  I  suppose  not  more  than  a  Dozen  Bedsteads  j  I  am 
not  quite  certain. 

You  ordered  some  more  Bedsteads  probably  ? 
"     We  did,  to  fill  the  Places  of  those  removed. 

When  you  found  that  the  Workhouse  was  in  the  State  you  have  repre- 
sented,  did  you  take  any  pains  to  prevent  Persons  going  into  the  Workhouse 
who  were  ordered  into  it  ? 

I  did ;  I  perhaps  departed  from  my  Duty  in  some  Instances.  I  prevailed 
upon  some  Persons  not  to  go  into  the  House,  and  gave  them  Money  out  of 
my  own  Pocket  to  keep  them  till  I  could  get  some  Representations  next 
Week  to  have  them  provided  fiw. 

Some  of  the  Children  were  removed  to  Petherton  Workhouse? 
There  were. 

Do  you  know  how  many  ?  .  j     1 1 

I  do  not  know  how  many  j  but  there  must  have  been  some  considerable 
Number  j  first  and  last  we  sent  away  Six  or  Seven  together  on  One  Day. 
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Mr.  w.  Bakm'.         Can  you  state  the  Date  ? 
•^ It  must  have  been  about  October  or  November, 

Were  any  fresh  Persons  sent  to  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time? 
Yes ;  it  was  the  very  Day  that  Kidnefs  Family  were  brought  mto  the 
House* 

Where  were  they  placed  when  they  were  brought  into  the  House? 

I  was  obliged  to  direct  that  a  Bed  should  be  made  for  them  by  removing 
a  Corpse,  a  Woman  who  had  recently  expired,  the  only  unoccupied  Bed  there 
was  in  the  House ;  there  was  only  One  ^d  for  the  whole  Family;  how  tiev 
contrived  I  do  not  know. 

There  were  some  Bedsteads  removed  from  Bridgwater  to  Petherton,  and 
there  were  none  then  remaining  for  this  Family  ? 

No. 

Did  the  Board  direct  that  the  Beds  and  Bedsteads  should  be  removed  to 
Fetherton,  those  which  were  removed  ? 
Yes  i  the  Board  directed  that. 

Were  the  Board  aware  at  that  Hme  that  there  was  no  such  Thing  as  9 
Bed  and  Bedstead  in  the  House  at  the  Time  they  sent  in  those  Persons? 
I  suppose  the  Board  did  not  know  that  we  were  so  short  of  Beds. 

Were  you  apprised  that  Kidner  and  his  Family  were  ordered  into  the 
Workhouse? 

I  believe  not ;  1  was  surprised  at  finding  the  Family  had  come  into  the 
House. 

At  the  next  Board  did  you  represent  to  them  the  Impropriety  of  sending 
this  Family  into  the  House,  there  being  no  Accommodation  for  them  ? 

I  did  depart  from  the  usual  Course  in  making  an  Entry  on  the  Visitors 
Book. 

Can  you  refer  to  the  Date? 

I  think  it  omst  have  been  in  December;  I  wished  the  Board  to  know 
of  it. 

The  following  Entry  is  read  from  the  Visitors  Book  : 

"  20th  of  December  1836. 
<<  One  able-bodied  adult  Male  onlv  in  the  House ;  viz.,  Kidner,  who  came 
in  from  North  Petherton  with  his  Wife  and  live  Children  on  the  14»th  Instant-' 

Did  you  follow  that  up  by  stating  to  the  Board  that  there  were  no  Means  of 
providing  them  with  a  Bed  when  they  came  in  ? 
I  am  not  certain  of  that. 

Can  ^ou  state  that  the  Board  were  cognizant  then  or  immediately  after  of 
the  Family  not  being  provided  with  a  Bed  otherwise  than  by  the  Means  you 
have  stated  ? 

No,  I  am  not  aware  that  they  were ;  I  only  know  that  I  have  made  frequent 
Applications  that  fresh  Persons  should  not  be  sent  in  under  those  Circum- 
stances ;  and  I  have  repeated  that  Report  to  call  the  Attention  of  the  Board  to 
the  Hardship  of  fresh  Persons  being  sent  in  when  we  bad  cleared  the  House  of 
the  convalescent  Children. 

This  Family  came  in  at  Eight  o'Clock  at  Night,  did  they  not  ? 
Yes. 

Did  the  Matron  come  to  you  ? 
Yes,  she  did,  or  sent  for  me. 

For  what  Purpose  ? 

To  ask  me  what  was  to  be  done  with  them,  and  to  ask  me  to  prevail  upon 
the  Family  to  go  back  to  North  Petherton  for  the  Night.  I  spoke  to  the  Man  j 
but  he  said  he  had  no  Place  to  go  to  j  that  his  Goods  had  been  taken  for  Rent, 
and  they  had  been  out  of  their  House  for  some  Days,  and  had  no  Place  to  go 
to  unless  to  a  common  Cowshed. 

4  Did 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.       9$9 

Did  you  know  the  Person  at  all  before  ?  j^r.  w.  Baker. 

Never ;  I  had  no  previous  Knowledge  of  him,  ' 

When  you  went  to  the  House  you  did  provide  One  Bed  for  them  by  removing 
the  dead  JBody  of  a  Female  Pauper  ? 
Yes. 

Of  what  had  she  died  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Was  she  one  of  those  who  had  died  of  Diarrhoea  ? 

Her  Name  was  Ann  Needs ;  she  appears  by  the  Book  to  have  died  of 
Paralysis. 

After  all,  the  whole  Accommodation  you  could  get  for  this  Man  and  his 
Wife  and  Five  Children  was  One  Bed,  and  that  only  by  the  Removal  of  a 
Corpse? 

yes^ 

How  long  did  they  remain  with  One  Bed  only  for  their  Accommodation  ? 
I  believe  it  could  not  be  above  a  Day  or  Two,  for  I  ordered  fresh  Beds 
to  be  sent  into  the  House  as  soon  as  possible  afterwards. 

How  many  of  your  Paupers  were  sleeping  in  the  same  Room  at  the  same 
Time? 

I  cannot  say  that ;  I  did  not  go  into  the  Bedrooms  myself. 

Perhaps  the  Governor  and  Matron  will  give  the  best  Evidence  on  that 
Subject? 

Certainly  they  will. 

The  Entry  you  have  made  is,  "  One  able-bodied  adult  Male  only  in  the 
House,  namely  Kidner,  who  came  in  from  North  Petherton  with  his  Wife  and 
Five  Children  on  the  14th  Instant.''  Might  not  that  lead  a  jPerson  to  suppose 
that  it  was  your  Object  to  direct  Attention  to  there  being  only  One  able-bodied 
Man  in  the  House,  rather  than  to  the  Hardship  of  sending  in  an  able-bodied 
Man  under  such  Circumstances  ? 

The  Subject  of  the  State  of  the  House  and  the  Impropriety  of  sending 
Persons  in  had  been  so  much  spoken  of  at  the  Board  that  they  could  not 
misunderstand  me. 

At  all  events  you  followed  it  up  the  next  Board  Day  by  stating  something 
upon  the  Subject  ? 

It  was  the  Subject  of  some  Conversation  the  next  Board  Day. 

They  were  made  aware  of  it  the  next  Board  Day  ? 
Yes. 

Was  it  then  you  produced  the  Death  Book  to  the  Board  ? 
I  think  I  produced  that  Book  before  that  Day. 

When  you  took  the  Females  who  happened  to  be  in  the  House  to  attend 
the  Patients,  were  they  in  the  early  Part  of  the  Year  allowed  Tea  and  Sugar  ? 
They  were. 

When  was  that  stopped  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  Period ;  it  was  in  fact  never  entirely  stopped. 
We  were  ordered  not  to  give  it,  but  I  believe  we  did  persist  in  giving  it 
to  those  Persons  who  attended  the  sick;  indeed  I  know  we  did  to  those^ 
and  to  those  who  washed  the  Clothes  of  the  sick  and  dead  People. 

Were  any  Applications  made  by  the  Governor  to  your  Committee  upon 
that  Subject  ? 

.    The  Governor  made  repeated  Applications  that  Tea  and  Sugar  should  be 
given  to  those  Persons  who  did  the  Work  of  the  House. 

You  are  sure  that  they  had  it  ? 

They  had ;  we  ordered  it  them,  and  there  were  some  Members  of  the 

Board  disapproved  of  it  and  made  a  Complaint,  and  there' was  a  Committee 

called  together.    The  Visiting  Committee  all  together  attended,  and  went 

into  some  Discussion  upon  the  Subject;  I  believe  'the  whole  Committee,  or 
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M    tv  Bak        nearly  so,  attended ;  and  there  was  a  very  considerable  Struggle  made  by 
^'    '  some  Persons  belonging  to  the  Committee,  who  wished  to  carry  the  Law  most 

rigidly  into  effect,  to  do  away  with  the  Supply  of  Tea  and  Sugar ;  others 
persisted  that  it  should  not  be  given  up  as  long  as  it  was  necessary  to  have 
the  Assistance  of  those  People,  as  no  Nurses  or  Servants  were  regularly  hired 
by  the  House,  they  doing  the  Work  of  Servants  and  Nurses. 

Was  the  Difficulty  of  getting  Nurses  stated? 

I  am  not  thoroughly  sure  that  it  was  stated  at  that  Time  ;  but  it  must  have 
been  known. 

Can  you  state  who  were  present  on  that  Occasion  ? 

One  Person  present,  who  took  a  very  active  Part,  is  now  deceased  ;  a  very 
great  Friend  of  mine,  Mr.  Thomas  Poole. 

Did  he  press  the  Allowance  ? 

He  was  against  the  Allowance ;  it  was  almost  the  only  Instance  in  which 
after  a  very  long  Friendship  together  we  ever  differed. 

Who  else  was  present  ? 
Mr.  Parsons  was  present. 

Did  he  oppose  it  ? 
He  did  not. 

Who  opposed  it  ? 

Mr.  Poole  was  the  principal  Person,  and  Mr.  Starkie,  who,  I  think,  now  acts 
as  Vice-Chairman ;  he  is  a  very  well-informed  Gentleman  upon  the  Law,  and 
I  believe  a  very  clever  active  Man. 

Was  Mr.  Poole  a  Lawyer  ? 

He  was  not ;  he  was  a  Magistrate  of  the  County. 

What  was  his  Character  ? 

One  of  the  most  benevolent  Men  in  tlie  World. 

That  was  notorious  in  the  County  ? 

To  me  it  was  most  extraordinary,  and  to  everybody,  that  he  took  the  Part 
he  did  at  the  Board. 

The  Board  did  not  accede  to  your  Request  ? 

No ;  but  I  persisted  in  that  Course  and  took  the  Consequences  upon 
myself  that  if  they  chose  to  take  any  Steps  against  me  they  might  do  it 

In  point  of  fact  when  you  had  a  Difficulty  in  getting  Nurses  was  the  Tea 
and  Sugar  discontinued  ? 
It  was  not  discontinued. 

It  was  not  owing  to  that  you  could  not  get  Nurses  ? 
No^  certainly  not. 

It  was  discontinued  by  the  Board,  but  not  by  you  ? 

Yes.  After  the  Committee  had  refused  to  give  way,  and  it  was  found  that 
the  Visiting  Committee  persisted  in  giving  Tea  and  Sugar  to  those  Persons 
who  acted  as  Servants  and  Nurses,  some  of  the  Members  of  the  Board  found 
that  the  Governor  and  the  Matron  and  their  Family  were  not  strictly  entitled 
to  Tea  and  Sugar  by  their  Contract,  and  therefore  they  struck  off  all  the 
Allowance  of  Tea  and  Sugar  from  them. 

You  know  that  of  your  own  Knowledge? 
Yes. 

Mr.  Weale  was  sent  down  to  make  some  Inquiries  into  these  Matters,  was 
not  he  ? 
Yes,  he  was. 

When  was  that? 

I  do  not  know  the  Date ;  it  was  on  account  of  Mr.  Weale  coming  down  I 
prepared  any  Memoranda. 

^  Why 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT-     971 

Why  did  you  prepare  those  Memoranda  on  account  of  Mr.  Weale  coming  Mr.  JV.  Baker. 

down  ?  ' ^ 

I  had  Notice  from  the  Board  that  my  Evidence  would  be  required  upon 
the  Examination  of  the  Pamphlet. 

What  Board  ? 

The  Board  of  Guardians ;  in  consequence  of  that  I  brought  to  my  Mind 
the  Circumstances. 

Was  that  before  you  wrote  the  Letter  to  Mr.  Bowen  which  has  been 
published  ? 

Tliat  was  long  before  I  wrote  the  Letter. 

Did  you  say  you  were  willing  to  attend  ? 

I  did.  Mr.  Ruddock,  a  Clergyman,  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  came 
to  me  and  told  me  my  Evidence  would  be  required  for  the  following  Day.  I 
believe  there  was  the  reriod  of  a  Week  elapsed  between  the  Two  Examinations ; 
during  that  Time  I  endeavoured  to  make  my  Evidence  as  clear  and  correct 
as  possible,  and  I  wrote  this  Letter  to  Mr.  Bowen  giving  all  the  Facts. 

The  Letter  was  dated  long  subsequent  to  that  ? 

Yes ;  I  had  prepared  my  Evidence  to  give  in  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  as 
a  Letter  at  the  Time>  requesting  them  to  examine  me  upon  that  Letter. 

Were  you  examined  ?  ^'  , 

I  was  not ;  I  was  not  called  ;  I  staid  at  home  for  the  Purpose. 

Have  you  ever  been  informed  why  you  were  not  examined  ? 
No,  r  have  not. 

You  say  in  your  Letter  that  you  went  to  the  Board  with  the  Death  Book  in 
your  Hand ;  that  is  the  Obituary  ? 
Yes. 

For  what  Purpose  did  you  take  the  Obituary  in  your  Hand  ? 

I  found  that  during  the  Period  since  the  Formation  of  the  Union  up  to  the 
Period  when  I  brought  that  to  the  Board, — I  am  not  quite  sure  of  the  Period, 
but  I  think  I  can  state  from  the  Number  of  Deaths, — there  were  then,  I  thinks 
Twenty-eight  Deaths  when  I  carried  the  Information  to  the  Board ;  and  that 
was  Two  or  Three  Times  the  Amount  of  Deaths  which  occurred  in  a  whole 
Year^  and  I  think  it  was  only  Six  Months. 

Did  you  advert  to  the  Causes  of  the  Deaths  ? 

No;  I  adverted  only  to  the  Deaths;  the  Causes  had  been  repeatedly 
talked  of. 

At  what  Period  was  this  ? 

I  cannot  speak  to  the  Date  of  the  Month,  but  I  think  it  will  appear  from 
the  Number  being  Twenty-eight. 

The  Number  Twenty-eight  is  up  at  the  26th  of  January  1837  ? 
It  was  before  that ;  then  there  could  not  be  so  many. 

Was  it  before  Ann  N^eds  died  ? 

I  think  it  must  have  been  somewhere  thereabouts. 

On  the  15th  of  July  a  Person  of  the  Name  of  Giles  Cridland  died  of 
old  Age  ? 

I  knew  him  very  well. 

George  Taylor  is  entered  as  having  died  of  Dropsy  ? 

I  think  it  was  on  the  22d  of  December  I  carried  the  Book  to  the  Board  ; 
I  have  made  a  Memorandum  from  the  End  of  July  to  December  22d. 

It  appears  that  the  Number  of  Deaths  to  that  Time  was  Twenty-two.  The 
first  is  stated  to  have  died  of  old  Age,  the  Age  being  only  Sixty-five ;  the 
next  a  Person  who  is  stated  to  have  died  of  Dropsy.  The  next  is  a  Person  of 
the  Name  of  John  Chappie,  who  is  said  to  have  died  of  Dropsy.  The  next 
George  Burge,  an  Infant  of  Two  Months  old,  and  no  Complaint  stated.  The 
next  is  Rebecca  Farthing,  aged  Sixty-five  ;  died  of  Palsy.  The  next  is  Eliza- 
beth Davey,  aged  Seventy-five;  no  Complaint  stated.  The  next  William 
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Mr.  w.  Baker.     Arthur,  One  Year  old,  who  died  of  Diarrhoea.    The  next  is  Charlotte  Penitt, 

Two  Months  old  ;  died  of  Syphilis.    The  next  is Clatworthy,  Six 

Hours  old  ;  no  Complaint  mentioned.  The  next  Mary  Stacy,  aged  Seventy- 
eight  ;  died  of  natural  De«ay.  The  next  Elizabeth  Brown,  aged  Two  YeafS 
and  a  Half;  of  Measles.  The  next  Elizabeth  Palmer,  aged  Two  Years;  of 
Measles.  James  Symes,  Half  a  Year  old ;  of  Measles.  James  Brown,  One 
Year  old ;  of  Measles.  Mary  Ann  Vokins,  Four  Years  old ;  of  Measles. 
William  Pyke,  Sixty-seven  Years  old ;  of  Diarrhoea.  Emma  Hoyle,  One  Year 
old ;  Measles.  Sarah  MuUins,  Twenty-three  Years  old ;  Consumption.  Thomas 
Storey,  aged  Seventy-nine ;  of  Mortification  of  hisPoot.  Henry  Dinnent,  Two 
Years  and  Four  Months ;  of  Diarrhoea.  George  Farthing,  Sixty  Years  old ; 
Diarrhoea ;  and  Ann  Needs,  Seventy-one  Years  old ;  of  Paralysis.  Those 
were  the  Parties  you  referred  to  to  show  the  Deaths  when  you  went  to  the 
Board? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Object  of  your  taking  that  Book  containing  an  Enumeration 
of  the  Deaths  ;  was  it  merely  to  show  the  Number  of  Deaths  which  had  hap. 
pened,  or  to  show  that  there  was  any  prevalent  Complaint  in  the  House  ? 

I  took  it  to  show  that  there  was  that  Number  of  Deaths  had  occurred  in  the 
House,  not  at  all  with  reference  to  their  Disorders. 

When  the  Name  of  Elizabeth  Brown,  who  had  died  of  Measles,  was  read,  you 
were  going  to  add  something  with  reference  to  the  Complaint  of  Measles ;  will 
you  now  be  kind  enough  to  give  that? 

The  Medical  Officer,  Mr.  King,  had  an  Opinion,  and  expressed  that  Opinion 
to  me  repeatedly,  that  the  Measles  were  produced  by  an  Irritation  on  the 
Alimentary  Canal  by  taking  the  Gruel ;  he  stated  that  to  me  in  Conversation, 
that  it  arose  from  the  other  Complaint  that  the  Gruel  had  produced  ;  that  was 
his  Opinion. 

You  are  not  a  Medical  Man  yourself? 
I  am  not. 

You  have  never  attended  to  Medicine,  have  you  ? 
I  have  not. 

Mr.  Weale  was  there  twice  to  examine  into  those  Cases,  was  he  not  ? 
I  think  he  was ;  a  Week  apart. 

The  first  Time  was  in  August  1837,  was  it  not  ? 

Yes ;  it  was  on  the  Occasion  of  the  Inquiry  into  Mr.  Bo  wen's  Pamphlet ;  one 
was  the  Inquiry  intp^the  Doctors  Pamphlet,  I  think. 

There  was  an  Inquiry  in  the  Month  of  August  18S7f  a  Report  of  which  is 
before  the  Committee  ? 
That  must  be  the  same  I  allude  to. 

There  was  a  subsequent  Inquiry  into  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet,  and  several 
Letters  addressed  to  the  Editor  of  the  Times  ? 
It  was  not  upon  that  Occasion. 

Your  Letter  of  the  1st  of  January  1838  was  written  to  Mr.  Bowen  previous 
to  the  last  Inquiry  ? 
Yes ;  therefore  the  Thing  speaks  for  itself. 

Were  you  ever  called  on  either  of  those  Inquiries? 

Never. 

Did  the  Guardians  know  you  were  in  attendance  ? 

They  knew  where  they  could  find  me. 

You  live  in  Bridgwater  ? 
I  do. 

You  had  been  an  active  Visitor  ? 

They  all  knew  that  I  had  been  an  active  Visitor. 

And  that  you  saw  a  great  deal  of  the  working  of  this  System  ? 
Yes- 

But 
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But  you  were  never  called  ?                                                                              j^,.  ^^  ^^^,^^ 
No.  

Did  not  you  see  Mr.  Weale,  or  speak  to  him  ? 
Not  upon  that  Occasion. 

You  say  that  the  Guardians  allowed  you  to  make  use  of  every  Indulgence  to 
those  who  wer«  sick,  but  that  they  expressly  restricted  you  from  extending 
tiiat  Indulgence  to  those  who  were  not  actually  sick  ? 

Certainly. 

That  you  must  keep  to  the  Rule  with  respect  to  them  ? 
Yes;  and  not  to  depart  from  it 

Though  the  People  in  the  Workhouse  were  then  ill  of  this  Diarrhoea,  and  the 
Medical  Man  had  given  his  Opinion  that  that  Diarrhoea  was  occasioned  by  that 
very  Gruel  ? 

Yes. 

How  many  of  the  Guardians  during  this  Time  ventured  into  the  Work- 
house ? 

I  am  not  aware  that  any  Guardians  went  into  the  Sick  Ward  of  the  Workhouse 
for  several  Weeks ;  I  b^eve  that  no  Guardian  went  about  the  Bedrooms  or 
the  Wards  for  Rve  or  Six  Weeks,  and  perhaps  more  than  that 

Did  you  ever  see  Mn  Weale  go  into  the  Workhouse  on  any  Occasion  in 
your  Time  ? 

No. 

He  never  inquired  into  the  State  of  the  sick  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  he  did  not,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  he  did. 

You  brought  the  Dietary  to  the  Notice  of  the  Guardians  for  the  Purpose  of 
impressing  upon  them  the  Necessity  of  its  Alteration  ? 

Both  of  altering  the  Diet  and  refraining  from  sending  new  Persons  into  the 
House. 

Was  either  of  your  Applications  complied  with  ? 

Neither ;  and  my  Object  of  carrying  the  Book  was  strongly  expressed  at 
the  Time.  I  did  not  merely  show  the  Number  of  Deaths,  but  made  that  a 
Reason  for  calling  on  the  Board  to  order  a  new  Dietary  or  avoid  sending 
new  Persons  in,  or  both. 

No  Reasons  were  given  why  the  Dietary  was  still  continued  except  as  tt) 
tiiose  on  the  Doctor's  List? 
No  other  than  I  have  stated. 

Did  you  ever  hear  the  Board  of  Guardians  say,  "  We  ipust  order  what  the 
Doctor  has  directed  with  respect  to  the  sick,  but  the  Surgeon  shall  not  inter. 
fere  with  those  who  are  well "  ? 

I  have  heard  that  often  said. 

By  whom  ? 

Bv  Mr.  Warry :  **  The  Doctor  has  no  Right  to  interfere  with  the  State  of 
the  House  except  as  to  those  who  are  ill.** 

Do  you  mean  that  he  had  no  Right  to  report  on  the  general  State  of  the 
House  ? 

I  thought  it  very  hard  that  the  Doctor  was  not  permitted  to  report  on  the 
htate  of  the  House,  and  the  Necessity  of  altering  the  Dietary  to  avoid 
oicKness. 

Was  Mr.  Weale  ever  present  when  those  Conversations  occurred  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  he  was. 

Had  you  ever  any  Conversation  with  Mr.  Weale  at  all  on  the  State  of  the 
Workhouse  during  the  Time  it  was  in  this  unhealthy  State  ? 
I  had  not. 

Did  you  never  meet  him  at  the  Board  at  this  Time  ? 
I  must  have  seen  him. 
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Mr.  fv.  Baker.         Why  did  not  you  ask  him  how  far  Mr.  Warry  *was  right  in  laying  down  this 

Rule  as  to  Persons  in  Health  ? 

I  cannot  give  a  very  satisfactory  Answer  upon  that ;  I  cannot  say  why  I 
did  not  do  it.  I  should  have  taken  very  different  Steps  if  I  had  foreseen  the 
Consequences,  but  I  looked  forward  from  Day  to  Day  for  a  different  State  of 
Things  }  I  hoped  that  the  People  would  get  better,  and  that  the  Board  would 
relax  in  working  out  the  Law. 

When  did  Mr.  Bowen  first  apply  to  you  to  obtain  Information  upon  this 
Subject  widi  respect  to  your  Proceedings  at  the  Board  ? 
I  do  not  know  any  particular  Time. 

Was  it  before  his  first  Publication,  which  was  the  Subject  of  Inquiry  in 
August  1837? 

The  Letter  to  the  King  was  published  conaderably  before  that,  and  this  was 
a  Sort  of  Introduction  or  a  Preface  to  the  Second  Edition  of  that.  . 

That  is  the  Book  Mr.  Weale  alludes  to  when  he  says  he  has  inserted  his 
Preface  for  a  particular  Object  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  of  communicating  with  Mr.  Bowen  upon  the  Subject? 

Yes,  I  was  in  the  habit  of  communicating  with  him ;  ana  I  believe  that 
Mn  Warry  considered  that  I  had  made  Communications  to  Mr.  Bowen,  and 
he  made  a  strong  Observation,  that  he  should  wish  that  Persons  should  not 
report  Things  out  of  the  Board ;  I  believe  that  Observation  was  made  one; 
Day  with  reference  to  Mr.  Bowen. 

Did  you  make  an  Answer  to  that  ? 

I  considered  I  was  not  bound  to  Secrecy,  and  that  I  always  reported  what 
occurred  when  I  saw  it  necessary. 

Were  you  supported  by  a  considerable  Body  in  the  Board  ? 

I  was  on  many  Occasions  ;  I  had  a  Majority  on  One  or  Two  Divisions ;  but 
on  those  Questions  I  did  not  choose  to  divide  the  Board  very  often  j  I  thought 
the  Object  would  be  obtained  without  dividing  the  Board. 

On  what  did  you  divide  the  Board  ? 

As  to  the  Appointment  of  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse.  Mr.  Fynte,  I 
believe,  had  proposed  another  Person,  and  I  proposed,  as  Master  of  the 
Workhouse,  Mr.  Gover. 

Did  you  concur  in  the  Opinion  expressed  by  the  Board,  that  you  could  not 
find  Means  for  altering  the  Dietary  consistently  with  the  Law  ? 

I  always  expressed  a  different  Opinion,  and  that  we  ought  to  secure  the 
proper  Comfort  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House,  whatever  might  be  the 
Consequences. 

Did  you  bring  that  before  the  Board  ? 
I  did  repeatedly. 

Did  you  divide  the  Board  upon  it  ? 
No,  I  never  did. 

Did  you,  under  the  Impression  that  some  Measure  ought  to  be  adopted  to 
relieve  you  from  the  Difficulty  under  which  you  were,  have  any  and  what 
Communication  with  Mr.  Warry  upon  that  Subject  ? 

I  had  no  Communication  with  him  on  the  Subject  j  I  believed  at  that  Time 
that  we  had  no  legal  Power. 

Did  you  imagine,  under  the  Impressions  you  were,  that  the  Commissioners 
above  had  no  dispensing  Power  upon  the  Subject  ? 

I  believed  that  the  Power  did  not  rest  with  the  Board  to  alter  the  Dietary 
when  I  heard  that  stated  so  strongly  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board. 

You  have  stated  that  you  did  not  agree  with  those  who  had  expressed  that 
View  ? 
I  did  not 

You 
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You  adopting  that  which  appears  to  be  the  right  Interpretation,  perhaps,  Mr.  W.  Baker. 

did  you  take  any  Measure  to  give  Eflfect  to  your  own  Views  ?  .  * 

I  did  not ;  because  I  was  afraid  of  distracting  the  Board  too  much  ;  I  was 
afraid  that  I  might  not  be  able  to  go  on  with  my  own  Plan. 

Though  you  had  stated  the  miserable  Sufierings  of  the  Poor,  and  you  saw  an 
infectious  Disorder  proceeding  in  the  Workhouse,  and  were  under  the  Impres- 
sion that  your  Interpretation  of  the  Law  would  enable  you  to  put  an  End  to 
that,  you  did  not  take  the  Steps  necessary  to  communicate  with  Mr*  Weale  or 
the  Commissioners  above  ? 

I  believe  I  have  been  misunderstood  ;  I  did  not  conceive  that  we  had  the 
Power. 

Did  you  agree  with  the  Guardians  in  their  Interpretation  of  the  Law  ? 

I  believed,  generally  speaking,  we  ought  to  have  complied  with  the  Rules  of 
the  Commissioners  or  with  the  Law.  I  cannot  pretend  to  say  whether  I  was 
right ;  but  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  assured  me  that  it  was  contrary  to  the 
Law  to  alter  the  Dietary,  and  I  yielded. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Board  is  a  Barrister  ? 

He  is.  I  yielded  to  him.  I  felt  that  I  did  in  some  Instances  more  than  I 
had  a  Right  to  do ;  but  I  certainly  should  have  taken  a  different  Course  if  I 
had  foreseen  all  which  has  occurred  $  I  should  have  been  proud  to  show  that 
I  stood  up  more  firmly,  and  divided  the  Board. 

Did  it  not  present  itself  to  your  Imagination  that  the  more  likely  Mode  td 
obtain  Redress  of  the  Grievances  you  have  mentioned  would  be  by  applying 
to  the  Assistant  Commissioner  or  the  Commissioners  above  ? 

I  am  afraid  I  shall  be  led  to  say  a  few  Words  I  did  not  wish  to  say.  I  had 
pertiaps  better  say  at  once  that  I  had  not  any  Confidence  in  Mr.  Weale's 
Opinion.  He  had  taken  some  Part  there  that  I  did  not  choose  to  join  in ;  1 
did  not  choose  to  put  myself  more  into  the  Hands  of  Mr.  Weale  than  I  could 
help  ;  he  had  taken  a  Part  in  the  Board  that  I  was  not  thoroughly  pleased 
witn. 

You  were  aware  there  were  the  Commissioners  above  ? 
Yes ;  but  I  did  not  know  the  Way  to  approach  them. 

You  can  write,  as  the  Committee  are  aware  ? 
I  am  not  very  much  accustomed  to  writing. 

Are  you  aware  of  a  Circular  Letter  sent  to  your  Board  from  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  signed  by  the  Secretary,  of  which  the  concluding  Paragraph 
is  in  these  Words :  **  The  Board  of  Guardians,  after  they  have  made  a  Selection 
of  the  Dietary  most  suitable  to  the  Circumstances  of  their  Union,  will  notify 
the  Fact  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  specifying  the  Number  of  the 
Dietary  so  selected,  and  the  Commissioners  will  then  issue  the  same  under 
Seal,  and  thus  render  its  Observance  imperative.'* 

That  was  the  Feeling  I  had. 

Did  you  understand  that  Approval  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  make 
the  Dietary  imperative  ? 

I  did  not  know  that,  but  I  considered  that  we  were  bound  by  it  j  I  wished 
to  alter  it,  but  it  was  felt  we  could  not. 

You  considered  it  was  of  no  Use  to  refer  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
against  their  own  Order  ? 

Yes  J  or  to  apply  to  their  own  Officer. 

Did  you  consider  that  the  Determination  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
was  like  that  of  the  Medes  and  Persians,  that  they  could  not  themselves 
alter  it  ? 

The  new  Poor  Law  was  so  little  understood  in  its  Effect  the  very  first 
Year  your  Lordships  may  suppose  I  did  not  take  the  most  correct  View 
of  it. 

Did  you  take  a  strong  Part  against  the  Law  ? 
I  did  not ;  I  am  not  opposed  to  the  Law. 
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Mr.  IV.  Baker.         Have  you  read  the  Acf? 
, I  have  read  only  those  Parts  I  have  been  called  upon  to  exercise ;  I  have 

never  attempted  to  load  my  Mind  with  the  Act,  but  when  Circumstances 

occurred  I  have  referred  to  it. 

If  you  had  read  the  Act  you  would  have  found  it  was  provided,  "  That  in 
case  the  Overseers  or  Guardians  of  any  Parish  or  Union  in  which  such  Orders 
or  Regulation  shall  be  in  force  shall  depart  from  them  or  any  of  them  in  any 
particular  Instance  or  Instances  of  Emergency;  and  shall  within  Fifteen  Days 
after  every  such  Departure  report  the  same  and  the  Grounds  thereof  to  the 
said  Commissioners,  and  the  said  Commissioners  shall  approve  of  such  Depar- 
ture,  or  if  the  Relief  so  given  shall  have  been  given  in  Food,  temporary 
Lodging,  or  Medicine,  and  shall  have  been  so  reported  as  aforesaid,  then  and 
in  either  of  such  Cases  the  Relief  granted  by  such  Overseers  or  Guardians,  if 
otherwise  lawful,  shall  not  be  unlawful  or  subject  to  be  disallowed/' 

I  did  not  know  that,  certainly. 

Did  Mr.  Weale,  the  Assistant  Commissioner,  ever  refer  you  to  that 
Clause  ? 

No,  certainly  not. 

He  was  your  legal  Adviser  ? 
Yes. 

Upon  the  whole  Effect  of  the  Law,  you  do  not  profess  yourself  an  Enemy 
to  it? 

Certainly  not ;  in  many  Parts  of  the  Kingdom  some  such  Law  is  exceed- 
ingly desirable,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  we  require  such  a  Law  in  the 
Agricultural  EMstricts  at  all.  I  havie  had  long  experience  of  Parochial 
Business  in  Bridgwater.  I  was  engaged  in  1816  on  Committees  appointed  by 
the  Vestry  ;  I  was  the  Secretary  of  a  Committee  on  which  all  the  influential 
Persons  of  the  Parish  attended  for  some  Years  to  get  rid  of  some  Evils 
which  arose  out  of  the  great  Expenses  incurred  during  the  War. 

How  much  in  the  Pound  was  the  Rate  at  Bridgwater  before  the  Introduction 
of  the  new  Poor  Law  ? 

I  recollect  that  we  have  had  upon  some  Occasions  Ten  Rates  a  Year  j  I 
cannot  speak  as  to  the  Year,  but  about  the  Period  I  allude  to. 

How  much  each  Book  ? 

I  cannot  speak  to  that ;  Mr.  Underdown  can  state  it  But  in  1822  Select 
Vestries  were  legally  formed ;  I  was  One  of  the  Select  Vestry,  and  we  went 
on  and  reduced  the  Rates  until  before  the  Operation  of  the  new  Poor  Law 
we  brought  down  the  Ten  or  Eleven  Rates  to  Six,  so  that  we  had  reduced 
the  Expenditure  nearly  Half. 

You  cannot  tell  how  much  in  the  Pound  each  of  those  Rates  was  ? 
I  cannot. 

Can  you  tell  what  it  is  now  ? 
I  cannot. 

You  stated  that  the  Representations  vou  made  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
with  respect  to  the  Dietary  were  made  with  the  Sanction  of  the  Medical 
Gentlemen;  and  you  stated  also  that  you  made  Eepresentations  on  the 
Subject  of  not  sending  fresh  Paupers  into  tlie  House  ;  were  those  Represen- 
tations also  made  under  the  Sanction  of  the  Medical  Gentlemen  ? 

Yes,  they  were. 

Did  it  ever  occur  to  yourself  or  any  Member  of  the  Board,  that  Gruel  being 
the  Article  ordered,  it  might  have  been  as  well  Milk  Gruel  as  Water  Gruel  ? 

I  never  took  anv  Part  in  the  Pl-eparation  of  the  Gruel  but  upon  One  or 
Two  Occasions.  I  have  seen  that  the  Effect  was  not  what  one  expected.  When 
the  Effect  was  bad,  I  did  go  to  the  Table  to  see  that  it  was  properly  boiled, 
and  that  it  was  not  given  in  a  crude  State  to  the  People,  and  I  found  that 
it  was  properly  prepared. 

With  G  roats  and  Water  ? 

Yes  J  and  properly  boiled,  and  not  given  to  them  in  a  raw  State. 

5  f  What 
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What  has  become  of  Gover  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  ?                                Mr.  w.  Bd^i 
He  is  still  at  Bridgwater.  . 

What  is  he  ? 
He  makes  Sails. 

Was  the  present  Master  of  the  Workhouse  a  Bridgwater  Man? 
Yes,  for  a  long  Period. 

You  were  Guardian  during  the  first  Year  only  ? 
Only  in  the  first  Year. 

Have  you  ever  been  up  to  the  new  Workhouse  ? 

I  have.  I  am  Agent  to  the  West  of  England  Insurance  Company,  and  I 
insured  the  Buildings  whilst  they  were  in  the  Progress  of  building  for  the 
Builder,  and  since  they  have  been  finished  I  have  transferred  the  Policy  to 
Mr.  Underdown  the  Clerk  of  the  Board.  The  Insurance  is  still  continued 
with  me,  and  the  Furniture  has  since  been  insured  under  my  Care  by  the 
Board. 

Have  you  ever  been  over  the  House  since  it  has  been  inhabited  ? 
I  have. 

What  Sort  of  State  is  it  in  ? 
I  do  not  like  the  House. 

That  is  a  Matter  of  Taste  ? 

Perhaps  a  Matter  of  Taste  in  some  respects ;  but  I  believe  the  Rooms  are 
not  suflSciently  large  for  the  Inhabitants ;  and  there  is  one  Circumstance  which 
struck  me,  in  comparison  with  other  Houses  :  Williton  H6use,  for  instance. 

Is  that  a  House  under  the  new  System  ? 

Yes.  I  was  passing  there  on  Wednesday  last,  and  I  went  to  see  the  House, 
knowing  that  it  was  likely  I  should  be  called  here,  and  I  saw  it ;  that  is  a  large 
and  commodious  House,  in  my  Opinion.  The  Chapel,  for  instance,  is  not  in  the 
eating  Room ;  the  Tables  in  the  eating  Room  remain  during  the  Time  of 
public  Service,  I  believe,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union.  There  is  a  separate  Chapel 
in  the  Williton  House,  which  is  very  much  more  comfortable. 

Are  the  Rooms  larger  ? 

I  should  think  they  are ;  I  did  not  measure  them.  They  appeared  to  me,  as  I 
passed  through  them,  to  be  much  more  comfortable. 

Does  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  appear  to  be  well  ventilated  ? 

It  did  not  I  nave  gone  into  the  House  when  it  appeared  to  be  very  warm  ; 
the  Kitchen  being  in  the  Centre,  and  the  Governor's  House  in  the  Centre, 
there  was  an  unpleasant  Feeling  in  the  Rooms  ;  and  they  are  low  too. 

In  the  Governor's  ? 

And  in  the  Rooms  adjoining. 

Is  it  heated  by  hot  Water  ? 
Yes. 

Might  not  that  unpleasant  Feeling  of  which  you  spoke  be  owing  to  the 
Windows  not  being  properly  opened  ? 

I  think  the  Windows  are  not  large  enough,  and  I  made  a  Complaint  of  the 
Height  of  the  Windows  to  the  Board,  and  endeavoured  to  have  tne  Windows 
altered  while  the  Building  was  going  on.  I  went  and  made  a  Complaint  of  the 
Windows  of  the  new  House,  when  it  was  in  progress  of  building,  being  so  high 
that  the  Paupers  could  not  look  over  the  Sills  of  ^e  Windows,  and  I  then  applied 
to  the  Board  to  have  the  Windows  altered  before  they  proceeded  any  further  with 
theBuilding.  The  thenVice  President,  Mr.  King,  supported  me  in  my  Application. 
He  declared  that  he  would  support  me  in  any  Motion  that  I  would  make  upon 
the  Subject.  I  then  pledged  myself  to  the  Board  that  I  would  make  Arrangements 
with  the  Builder  that  the  building  on  some  Parts  of  the  House  should  be  sus- 
pended until  the  next  Week,  that  I  might  be  able  to  report  to  them  whether 
the  Alteration  could  be  made  without  Prejudice  to  the  Contract  or  Injury  to 
the  Building  as  far  as  it  was  gone.  I  did  do  so,  and  I  had  very  satisfactory 
Information  from  Wiaghtrwin,  the  Builder,  thjit  the  Windows  could  be  cut 
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Mr.  fv.  Baker,  down  and  no  Injury  done  to  the  Building,  and  that  he  would  not  take  any 
■> —  Advantage  of  the  Breach  of  Contract;  that  the  Departure  from  the  Plan 
should  not  be  any  Violation  or  any  Detriment  to  the  Contract  at  all.  But  when 
I  went  on  the  following  Week  to  carry  this  Motion,  which  I  thought  I  should 
have  done,  and  entertained  no  Doubt  about  it,  the  Vice  Chairman  objected  to 
second  niy  Proposition,  which  he  had  pledged  himself  to  do  ;  and  he  stated, 
that  his  Keason  for  not  doing  so  was  that  he  had  seen  from  the  public  Papers 
that  there  was  Pressure  from  without, — not  MnBowen's  Letter,  but  some 
Article  appeared  in  the  Times,  which  gave  him  the  Impression  that  there  was 
great  Excitement  upon  the  Subject,  and  he  refused  to  support  the  Motion, 

Were  you  a  Member  of  the  Board  when  the  Plan  was  determined  upon  ? 
Yes,  I  was. 

And  a  Member  of  the  Building  Committee,  were  you  not  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  object  to  the  Plan  at  that  Time  ? 

Not  at  all ;  I  did  not  know  the  Effect  of  the  Plan ;  and  when  I  mentioned 
that  the  People  could  not  look  over  the  Sills  of  the  Windows  many  Members  of 
the  Board  were  astonished ;  it  was  overlooked  by  all  of  us  j  there  was  not  One 
Person  present,  I  believe,  that  knew  the  Effect  of  the  Plan  j  we  saw  the  Plans, 
and  took  that  which  was  most  recommended. 

The  Circumstance  of  the  Windows  being  high  up  is  more  ^vourable  to 
*         Ventilation  ;  are  you  aware  of  that  ? 

It  would  be  so  if  you  had  but  One  Space,  and  must  have  it  up  or  down  ;  but 
if  you  let  them  be  as  high  as  at  present,  and  lengthen  them  below,  you  would 
have  a  larger  Space,  and  the  Ventilation  would  be  improved,  undoubtedly. 

Is  there  any  Want  of  Light  in  those  Rooms  ? 
Not  at  all. 

Have  you  ever  heard  any  Complaints  of  the  Inmates  that  they  could  not 
look  out  of  Window  ? 
No,  I  have  not. 

Have  you  heard  that  they  have  made  Complaints  ? 

No. 

How  many  Beds  are  there  in  the  Rooms,  and  what  is  the  Distance  between 
the  Beds  ? 

I  cannot  give  Information  upon  that  Subject.  I  thought  I  should  be  merely 
questioned  upon  the  Letter  tnat  appears  in  Print,  and  I  have  not  prepared 
myself  for  any  thing  beyond  that;  but  all  that  Information  can  be  obtained 
officially,  undoubtedly. 

You  do  not  know  yourself  how  many  People  are  sleeping  in  any  One  Room 
in  the  House  ? 
No. 

Do  not  you  think  that  a  much  greater  Point  in  order  to  make  good  your  View 
of  the  Case,  that  there  is  not  sufficient  Accommodation,  than  the  Circumstance 
of  the  Divine  Service  being  performed  in  the  eating  Room  ? 

Certainly  j  I  should  think  the  first  Object  would  be  to  give  Accommodation 
for  sleeping  and  living  in  the  House.  It  is  perhaps  a  very  immaterial  Thing 
whether  the  Chapel  be  in  the  eating  Room  or  in  a  separate  Room  ;  but  it 
always  gives  one  an  Idea  of  more  Reverence  to  have  a  separate  Place  for  the 
Prayers  of  a  large  Family  of  that  Kind,  200  or  300  People,  which  should  be 
considered  a  sacred  Place. 

It  gives  you  a  Notion  that  there  is  more  Space  altogether  devoted  to  the 
Inhabitants  ? 

Yes  ;  if  you  are  obliged  to  use  a  dining  Room  for  a  Chapel,  it  gives  you 
an  Idea  that  they  are  put  into  that  Room  because  they  have  no  other. 

You  know  that  the  dining  Room  is  sometimes  made  use  of  for  the  Prayers  of 
a  Family  ? 
Yes ;  only  that  you  do  not  often  see  so  large  a  Family. 
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With  respect  to  the  Beds ;  can  you  state  whether,  in  the  new  House,  the     Mr.  fv.  Baker. 

grown  up  Male  Inmates  have  a  Bed  each  to  themselves  ?  

I  believe  not ;  but  I  cannot  state. 

With  respect  to  Kidner's  Family,  who  you  said  had  no  Bed  to  sleep  on 
but  that  which  you  gave  them,  from  which  a  Corpse  had  been  removed ;  you 
said  it  was  Two  Days  before  they  were  provided  with  any  other  Accommo- 
dation? 

I  said  Two  or  Three  Days. 

When  they  were  provided,  to  what  Extent  were  they  provided  with  Accom- 
modation ? 

I  do  not  know.  I  ordered  fresh  Bedding  and  fresh  Bedsteads,  and  left  it 
to  the  Governor  and  Matron  to  make  the  best  Arrangement  they  could. 

If  they  had  not  been  received  that  Night  into  the  Workhouse,  do  you  know 
whether  there  was  any  Place  where  they  could  have  been  accommodated  ? 

No;  unless  the  Parish  Officer  had  given  them  Money  enough  to  procure 
Lodging  at  the  Inn,  but  that  was  not  to  be  accomplished ;  the  M^n  had 
received  his  Orders  to  take  his  Family  there,  and  there  was  no  other  Place 
open  for  him,  and  there  he  stayed.  I  did  endeavour  to  prevail  upon  him  to  go 
back  to  North  Petherton. 

Was  there  any  Place  at  North  Petherton  for  him  ? 

The  Statement  which  is  in  Evidence  is  that  there  was  no  Place. 

Was  the  Man's  Character  such  as  would  have  prevented  him  from  readily 
obtaining  any  other  Accommodation  ? 

I  believe  it  was  ;  I  believe  his  Character  was  bad.  I  found  subsequently 
that  he  deserted  the  House,  and  was  not  a  good  Character. 

He  deserted  the  House  because  he  disliked  the  Control  ? 
I  do  not  know  the  Motive,  but  it  is  likely. 

You  do  not  think  it  was  because  he  was  afraid  of  the  Pestilence  ? 

I  cannot  state  ;  I  am  not  aware ;  I  think  his  Wife  caught  the  Diarrhoea. 

Do  you  know  that  an  Order  was  sent   to  him  for  Relief,  but  that   he 
remained  in  the  House  for  some  Weeks  after  that,  and  would  not  accept  it  ? 
I  do  not  know  whether  an  Order  was  made  or  not. 

Was  this  Family  laid  upon  the  same  Bedding  from  which  the  Corpse  was 
taken,  or  was  fresh  Bedding  supplied  ? 

I  cannot  answer  positively  to  that,  but  I  should  believe  that  it  was  the 
same  Bedding.  I  know  that  it  was  on  the  same  Bed  and  Bedstead,  because 
there  was  no  other.  Whether  the  Matron  had  any  fresh  Bedding  that  she  put 
on  I  am  not  certain. 

You  stated  that  Mr.  Warry  has  frequently  observed  upon  the  Inexpediency 
of  allowing  Reports  of  what  passed  at  the  Board  to  spread  out  of  doors ;  do 
you  remember  his  particularly  adverting  to  that  at  the  Time  when  the  Quarrel 
between  the  Medical  Men  and  the  Board  was  rife  ? 

I  was  not  on  the  Board  at  that  Time. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

CHARLES  LOCOCK,  M.D.,  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  CLocock,  M.D, 

YOU  practise  as  a  Physician  and  Accoucheur  in  this  Town  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  been  good  enough  to  examine  the  Person  of  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
Yes. 

Will  you  have  the  goodness  to  state  to  the  Committee  how  you  found  her  ; 
will  you  state  all  the  Circumstances  ? 

She  told  me  that  she  was  Thirty-two  Years  of  Age  ;  that  she  had  been  for 

Eight  or  Nine  Years  previously  to  her  Pregnancy  in  delicate  Health,  which  had 

obliged  her  to  leave  her  Service  j   that  she  suffered  more  than  is  common 
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c.  Locock,  M.D.  during  Pregnancy  from  Sickness  and  Pain, — a  Pain  especially  in  her  Right  Side ; 
— .»--—  that  she  was  confined  on  the  SQth  of  June  1837  ;  that  she  was  taken  ill  tbe 
Evening  before,  suffering  slightly  from  Pains,  but  sufSciently  to  keep  her 
awake ;  and  that,  at  Eleven  o'Clock  on  the  following  Morning,  finding  her- 
self  worse,  she  sent  to  the  Relieving  OflScer ;  that  the  Relieving  Officer  sent 
her  a  Midwife  of  the  Name  of  Walker,  who  came  to  her  within  an  Hour  from 
the  Time  she  applied  for  her ;  that  this  Midwife  stayed  with  her,  and  did  not 
leave  her  at  al^  till  about  Ten  or  Eleven  at  Night,  when  the  Child  was  born ; 
that  she  suffered  severely  ;  that  the  Pains  were  very  frequent  and  very  strong. 
In  answer  to  Questions  which  I  put  to  her  she  further  said,  that  the  Child 
was  born  in  the  natural  Posture  ;  but  that  towards  the  latter  Part  of  her  Labour 
she  felt  that  the  Midwife  was  giving  her  a  good  deal  of  Pain  ;  that  she  hurt 
her  considerably  with  her  Hand,  and  that  upon  complaining  of  this  the 
Midwife  ceased  to  give  her  any  Pain,  and  that  the  Child  was  bom  in 
Two  very  violent  Pains  aflerwards,  and  that  the  After-birth  came  away  at  the 
same  Time,  and  with  the  same  Pain  that  expelled  the  Child,  without  the 
Interference  of  the  Midwife.  I  particularly  asked  her  whether  the  Midwife 
was  at  the  Time  of  the  Birth  of  the  Child  actually  assisting  her.  She  said  that 
as  far  as  her  own  Sensations  were  a  Guide  she  was  not,  and  had  not  assisted 
her  for  Two  Pains  before  the  Birth  of  the  Child.  My  Reason  for  asking  that 
Question  was,  because  the  Accident  that  occurred  is  very  liable  to  occur, 
provided  there  is  no  proper  Assistance  at  the  very  last  Pain  or  Two, 
and  especially  with  tbe  First  Child.  She  said  that  the  Midwife  desisted 
from  assisting  her  in  this  Way  on  account  of  her  Representations  of 
the  great  Pain  to  which  she  was  put.  She  then  told  me  that  about 
Half  an  Hour  after  the  Child  was  born  she  felt  confident  that  some- 
thing was  wrong ;  that  something  had  been  displaced ;  that  there  was  a 
Protrusion ;  but  she  did  not  mention  it ;  she  did  not  mention  it  for  several 
Hours,  and  then  she  mentioned  it  to  her  Nurse,  who  was  the  Sister  of 
this  Midwife.  I  understood  that  the  Nurse  told  her  it  was  nothing  but  a  Clot 
of  Blood,  and  that  it  would  soon  disappear.  The  next  Day,  within  Twenty- 
four  Hours  after  the  Birth  of  the  Child  this  poor  Woman  appears  to  have  got 
out  of  Bed  and  to  have  sat  upright,  and  to  have  used  some  little  Exertion  in 
passing  Urine  in  the  erect  Posture ;  that  those  Symptoms  of  something  extemallv 
protruding  became  after  that  still  more  troublesome,  and  that  the  Midwife 
was  then  applied  to  and  told  of  the  Circumstance  j  that  the  Midwife  made  an 
ocular  Examination  and  told  her  positively  that  there  was  nothing  wrong, 
that  there  was  nothing  unusual ;  that  it  was  nothing  but  a  Clot  of  Blood  which 
some  Fomentations  would  soon  disperse.  Those  Fomentations  were  applied, 
and  no  Relief  being  gained  on  the  Third  Day  after  the  Day  of  her  Delivery, 
on  the  Monday,  she  being  confined  on  the  Friday,  she  applied  to  the  Relieving 
OflScer  for  a  Surgeon ;  the  Relieving  OflScer  sent  for  the  Midwife,  and  questioned 
her,  and  hearing  from  her  positively  that  there  was  nothing  unusual,  did  not 
send  a  Surgeon.  A  Second  Application  was  made  to  him  on  the  following 
Wednesday,  and  then  a  Surgeon  was  sent  to  her.  This  Surgeon*s  Name! 
forget. 

Ruddock  ? 

Yes.  On  the  Wednesday  she  was  visited  by  this  Surgeon,  who  at  once 
declared  that  she  was  irreparably  injured  ;  that  it  was  a  Displacement  of  the 
Womb  ;  that  she  would  not  recover ;  and  after  some  little  Trouble  he  replaced 
the  Womb,  and  enjoined  perfect  Quiet,  and  left  her.  She  was  afterwards  seen 
by  him  and  by  some  other  Surgeon  on  Two  or  Three  Occasions,  and  the 
Womb  was  replaced,  because  it  again  protruded  by  some  little  Exertion  on 
her  Part ;  it  was  replaced  altogether  Three  Times.  After  the  Third  Replace- 
ment it  did  not  again  protrude.  She  then  stated  that  for  many  Months  she 
was  nearly  constantly  in  pain,  suflfering  from  very  distressing  and  painful 
Sensations ;  that  her  Health  was  much  injured  by  this  Confinement,  and  that 
there  was  a  constant  very  foetid  and  acrid  Discharge.  That  about  Eight  or 
Nine  Weeks  ago  she  was  put  under  the  Care  of  a  new  Medical  Man  of  the 
Name  of  Ward  ;  that  this  Medical  Man  had  employed  Treatment  which  had 
not  been  previously  employed, — local  Treatment  and  Injections;  that  he  also 
gave  her  a  generous  Diet ;  that  she  had  Wine  and  other  nourishing  Things, 
and  that  she  took  Medicine  j  and  that  under  that  Treatment  the  Discharge 
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no  longer  continued  foetid,  and  then  it  entirely  ceased ;  that  she  became    c  Locock,  M.D. 
much  more  comfortable,  both  in  her  local  Feelings,  and  in  her  general  Health  ■ 

was  very  much  better.  I  ought  to  have  stated  that  the  first  Medical  Man 
who  saw  her  said,  that  not  only  was  the  Womb  displaced,  but  also  that  there 
had  been  a  Laceration  of  the  protecting  Medium  between  the  Passage  to  the 
Womb  and  the  Passage  to  the  Bowels 

Which  you  call  the  Perinaeum  ? 

Yes.  I  then  without  asking  her  any  further  Question  examined  her  present 
State,  and  I  found  the  Womb  perfectly  in  its  natural  Situation  and  perfectly 
healthy*  I  found  Traces  of  the  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ;  it  appears  to  have 
been  very  extensive,  and  to  have  extended  close  upon  the  contracting  Muscle, 
which  we  call  the  Sphincter  Muscle,  of  the  Bowels,  but  not  to  have  passed 
through  that  Muscle  ;  that  it  had  healed  up  very  irregularly,  with  an  uneven 
Scar  (Cicatrix),  and  that  the  Edge  of  this  uneven  Scar  was  still  tender,  painful 
to  the  Touch,  and  evidently  the  Cause  of  her  remaining  Uneasiness,  which, 
thoi^h  very  much  less  than  it  was,  is  very  troublesome  to  her,  preventing  her 
from  standing  or  walking  without  Support  She  told  me  she  wore  a  Belt,  which 
gave  her  great  Support  and  great  Comfort,  and  that  by  the  Assistance  of  this 
jSelt  she  was  able  to  walk  about  and  to  take  moderate  Exercise. 

Then  you  have  no  Doubt  of  the  Fact  of  the  Perinaeum  having  been  lace- 
rated? 

I  have  not  the  slightest  Doubt  of  that  Fact. 

And  with  respect  to  the  Womb,  when  once  it  was  restored  to  its  original 
Place  it  would  probably  get  right  again  ? 

Yes.  There  was  no  Disease  in  the  Womb ;  it  had  been  displaced,  I  suppose,  by 
the  violent  Efforts  of  Labour,  and  from  having  lost  the  Support  of  the  Perinaeum, 
which  keeps  it  in  its  proper  Situation,  and  from  the  Woman  sitting  up  too 
soon  after  Confinement. 

Would  these  Circumstances  be  produced  by  Meddling  or  Officiousness  on 
the  Part  of  the  Midwife,  or  in  the  natural  Course  of  the  Labour  ? 

The  Inefficiency  of  the  Midwife  appears  to  be  shown  only  in  her  Inability  of 
detecting  the  Mischief  after  it  had  occurred.  The  Want  of  Assistance  during 
the  Labour  was  more  the  Cause  of  the  Laceration  of  the  PerinaBum  than  any 
officious  Meddling,  if  her  Statement  was  correct  that  the  Midwife  did  not 
assist  her.  If  no  Assistance  is  given  to  a  Woman  in  her  last  Pains,  in  which 
the  Child's  Head  is  pressing  upon  the  Perinaeum,  the  Perinaeum  is  liable  to  give 
way  and  tear  through  instead  of  gradually  and  gently  dilating. 

Supposing  this  Woman  had  been  attended  by  a  Person  of  Medical  Skill,  is  it 
less  likely  that  this  should  have  occurred  than  with  an  ignorant  Midwife  ? 
Less,  unquestionably  ;  but  not  at  all  impossible  with  a  first  Child. 

Therefore  it  is  not  certain  by  any  Means  that  those  Circumstances  are  to 
be  attributed  to  her  having  been  attended  by  an  ignorant  Midwife  instead  of 
by  a  skilful  Medical  Person  ? 

I  have  met  with  the  same  Accident  with  Medical  Men  who  have  had  great 
Repute ;  and  I  have  met  with  it  myself;  and  it  is  not  at  all  uncommon  with  the 
first  Child,  though  rarely  to  this  Extent. 

If  any  body  has  said  that  there  was  no  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  and 
that  there  was  no  Prolapsus  of  the  Uterus,  he  cannot  be  a  Person  who  has 
given  a  proper  Medical  Opinion  ? 

I  am  quite  certain  that  there  has  been  a  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ;  as 
to  a  Prolapsus  of  the  Uterus  I  can  only  be  guided  by  her  History  ;  there  is 
none  now. 

And  there  is  nothing  to  enable  you  to  judge  upon  that  by  Inspection?  . 
No;   because  the  Perinaeum  having  united  again  holds  it  in  its  proper 
Place,  and  therefore  I  cannot  say  how  far  it  may  have  been  displaced. 

Is  this  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  a  Matter  which  the  Woman  will  pro- 
bably feel  during  the  rest  of  her  Life  ? 

Under  her  present  Management  it  has  been  so  much  improved  that  I  see  no 
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c.  Locock,  M.D.    Reason  why  it  may  not  be  entirely  recovered  from.    She  is  a  delicate  Woman 
•      and  that  is  against  her. 

Is  there  any  Discharge  from  it  now  ? 

I  believe  none ;  she  told  me  there  was  none. 

You  did  not  perceive  any  yourself? 

No. 

Supposing  you  met  with  a  Patient  in  that  State,  would  your  Opinion  have 
been,  upon  seeing  her  immediately  after  the  Thing  occurred,  that  she  was 
very  likely  to  remain  incurable  from  that  State,  and  to  be  a  Sufferer  during 
the  rest  of  her  Life  ? 

It  is  an  Accident  which,  when  it  does  take  place,  does  not  always  re-unite 
without  an  Operation.  I  have  seen  several  Instances  of  Patients  ivho  have 
been  brought  up  to  me  where  the  Laceration  has  not  united,  and  in  which 
great  Distress  and  great  Discomfort  have  remained  to  them  for  many  Years. 
The  Instances  of  Recovery  after  the  Operation  have  been  but  few ;  it  is  a 
diiScult  Operation  to  perform,  and  it  is  in  a  Situation  where  Union  does  not 
readily  take  place  ;  the  Consequence  is,  that  Cases  of  Recovery  by  an  Opera- 
tion are  not  common. 

Was  the  State  of  her  Health,  according  to  her  Account,  previous  to  her 
lying-in,  such  as  made  it  more  likely  that  an  Accident  of  that  Sort  would 
occur  ? 

No ;  but  it  would  make  it  more  likely  that  if  it  occurred  it  would  not  heal, 
as  this  has  done. 

Under  these  Circumstances  does  it  appear  to  you  that  it  would  have  been 
right  to  have  had  a  Medical  Person  instead  of  an  ignorant  Midwife  ? 

If  one  had  anticipated  a  Circumstance  of  that  Sort  one  might  have  said  tiiat 
the  more  educated  and  more  experienced  the  Attendant  had  been  the  less 
likely  would  it  have  been  to  occur  to  her. 

Was  there  any  thing  in  her  previous  State  of  Health  that,  if  under  common 
Circumstances,  it  would  have  been  sufficient  for  her  to  have  been  attended  by 
a  Midwife,  would  have  induced  you  to  say  that  she  ought  not  to  have  the 
Attendance  of  the  Midwife  but  a  rerson  of  Medical  Skill  ? 

No,  I  cannot  see  that. 

You  say  that  this  Accident  is  much  more  likely  to  have  occurred  from  Want 
of  the  Assistance  of  the  Midwife  than  from  any  officious  Meddling  ? 
That  is  my  Opinion. 

Do  you  think  it  could  have  occurred  from  the  Midwife  improperly  putting 
her  Finger  upon  the  Part  in  the  Way  that  this  Woman  says  she  did  when  she 
complained  of  the  Pain  ? 

No ;  it  is  not  uncommon  for  Women  to  complain  of  the  Pain  which  the 
necessary  manual  Examination  during  Delivery  gives  them  ;  but  in  this 
Instance  the  Time  when  the  Accident  occurred  must  have  been  the  last  Pain, 
and  at  that  Time,  according  to  the  Account  of  the  Patient,  the  Midwife  had 
ceased  to  assist  her. 

Therefore  it  was  rather  owing  to  her  ceasing  to  assist  her  that  this  occurred 
than  to  any  other  Cause  ? 
Yes. 

Can  you  judge  at  all,  from  the  Statement  the  Woman  has  made  to  you,  of 
the  Propriety  of  the  Treatment  which  she  is  now  experiencing  ? 

I  should  say  that  the  History  that  she  has  given  me  of  the  Treatment  she 
has  had  since  she  has  been  under  the  Care  of  the  last  Medical  Man, 
Mr.  Ward,  appears  to  be  most  judicious ;  that  it  has  succeeded  is  a  Proof 
that  it  has  been  well  conducted,  because  I  should  say  the  Case  has  done 
remarkably  well  in  the  last  Two  Months,  judging  from  her  History. 

At  the  Time  when  this  Woman  first  went  out  of  the  House  after  her  Con- 
finement, she  got  into  a  Cart,  and  went  over  the  Quantock  Hills,  a  Distance 
of  Five  or  Six  Miles ;  was  that  likely  to  retard  her  Cure  ? 

I  did  not  know  that  Fact,  and  I  do  not  know  what  her  State  was  at  the 
Time.     Any  uneasy  Motion,  any  Exertion,  would  have  been  mischievous. 

She 
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She  stated  to  you  that  these  Medical  Persons  had  replaced  the  Womb  in    c.  Locock.  m.d 

the  right  Place ;  is  it  possible  that  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  could  have       

taken  place  in  consequence  of  the  Medical  Men  doing  that  at  any  Time,  or 
in  the  Examination  of  the  Person  ? 

Certainly  not ;  such  a  Laceration  as  that  could  only  have  arisen  from  the 
stretching  of  the  Perinaeum  by  the  Child's  Head  in  passing  into  the 
World. 

The  Prolapsus  might  have  been  caused  by  the  Woman  getting  up  too 
soon  after  her  Delivery  ? 

Yes }  without  any  Laceration  at  all. 

And  when  there  was  a  Laceration,  it  was  much  more  likely  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  apprehend  that  it  was  occasioned  by  her  getting  up,  or  that  the 
Prolapsus  had  taken  place  before  ?  / 

Her  Impression  was  that  it  had  taken  place  before,  I  should  say,  that 
it  would  have  been  more  likely  to  have  taken  place  when  she  got  up.  After 
Delivery  she  got  out  of  Bed  and  sat  upright.  It  is  often  very  difficult  to 
pass  Water  after  the  first  Deliveir,  and  she  used,  according  to  her  Account, 
a  great  deal  of  Effort,  which  if  this  had  not  taken  place  before  was  very 
likely  to  have  occasioned  it. 

What  the  Midwife  stated  as  to  the  Clot  of  Blood  shows  the  Ignorance  of 
the  Midwife,  does  it  not  ? 

She  certainly  was  ignorant  as  to  that. 

If  there  had  been  a  Medical  Man  there  to  have  given  the  proper  Assis- 
tance to  this  Woman  is  it  likely  that  this  would  have  happened  ? 

It  is  less  likely ;  but  I  have  known  it  happen  to  a  great  Number  of 
Medical  Men. 

This  unfortunate  Accident  having  happened,  if  a  Medical  Man  had  been 
called  in  on  the  Saturday,  instead  of  not  being  called  in  till  the  Wednesday, 
would  the  Patient's  Sufferings  have  been  less  ? 

Certainly ;  the  sooner  the  Womb  was  replaced  the  better  Chance  would 
there  have  been  of  the  Patient's  ultimate  Recovery,  and  a  great  deal  of 
Distress  and  Suffering  would  have  been  saved  her. 

Then  if  she  had  been  attended  by  a  Medical  Man  would  she  not  have  been 
more  likely  to  have  been  cured  than  by  waiting  Four  Days? 
I  can  have  no  Doubt  upon  that  Point. 

You  would  apply  that  Observation  to  the  displacing  of  the  Womb,  and  not 
to  the  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ? 

Yes ;  it  would  have  saved  her  very  great  Inconvenience ;  and  also,  as  regards 
a  Laceration,  the  great  Chance  of  Recovery  consists  in  the  Treatment  of  the 
first  few  Days. 

Did  she  say  that  Mr.  Ruddock  did  not  examine  her  the  first  Time,  but 
merely  felt  her  Pulse,  and  prescribed  for  her  as  a  Person  having  sustained  no 
Accident? 

She  did  not  state  that. 

If  that  was  the  Case  does  not  that  show  Negligence  or  Ignorance  on  the 
Part  of  the  Medical  Man  ? 

Patients  very  often  conceal  Things,  and  even  against  their  Interest ;  if  she 
told  him  that  there  was  something  wrong,  and  he  took  no  Steps  to  discover 
that,  he  did  not  act  as  1  would  have  done. 

Have  you  any  Doubt  of  this  Woman's  ultimate  Recovery ;  do  you  think 
she  will,  with  her  present  Treatment^  ultimately  recover  ? 
Yes,  with  her  present  Treatment. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  to  Monday  next,  Twelve 

o'clock. 
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Die  Martisy  17'  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Endencc  on  the 

Operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act. 

Mr.  ABRAHAM  KING  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  follows  :  

Mr^  Abraham  Kbig. 

YOU  were  the  Medical  Officer  attending  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  in  the      

latter  End  of  the  Year  1836  and  the  Beginning  of  183?  ? 
I  was. 

You  were  Part  of  that  Time  in  a  State  in  which  you  could  not  attend 
yourself? 
I  was. 

Mr.  Poole  attended  for  you  ? 
He  did. 

During  that  Time  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  ? 
There  was. 

When  you  resumed  your  Duty  as  Medical  Officer  you  wrote  a  Letter  to 
the  Board,  which  was  dfated  the  25th  of  October  ? 
I  did. 

In  what  State  was  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time;  was  there  infectious 
Disorder  in  it  of  any  Kind;  was  the  Diarrhoea  supposed  by  you  to  be 
infectious  ? 

It  certainly  put  on  that  Appearance  ;  many  Individuals  were  affected  with 
Diarrhoea  wno  did  not  make  use  of  the  Diet  of  the  House. 

Did  it  begin  with  the  Persons  who  used  the  Diet  of  the  House  ? 
It  did. 

Was  it  at  that  Time  that  the  Governor  and  Matron  took  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
It  was  some  little  Time  after,  I  believe,  that  they  were  ill. 

Did  you  yourself  suffer  from  it  in  consequence  of  your  Attendance  .^ 
I  suffered  from  Diarrhoea;  .whether  it  was  in  consequence  of  that  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say. 

Was  there  any  Complaint  with  respect  to  Nurses  who  attended  the  Sick 
that  they  suffered  from  Diarrhoea  ? 
Some  few  suffered. 

When  you  went  away  on  account  of  Illness  was  that  Illness  Diarrhoea  ? 
Not  entirely ;  I  was  in  a  weak  State  of  Health,  and  had  been  for  some 
Months  ;  and  during  my  Attendance  there  I  had  occasionally  Diarrhoea. 

You  were  absent  the  first  Week  of  October  1836,  were  you  not  ? 

No. 

Were  not  you  absent  for  Three  Weeks  prior  to  the  25th  of  October  ? 
I  was  not  entirely  absent  during  that  Time. 

October  the  25th  you  wrote  "  On  resuming  my  Duties  at  the  Workhouse  ;" 
how  long  had  you  been  absent  ? 

As  I  said  before,  I  had  not  been  entirely  absent ;  when  I  wrote  that  Letter 
I  attended  the  Union  Workhouse  entirely  by  myself;  previous  to  that  Mr.  Poole 
and  myself  used  to  be  in  attendance. 

You  were  not  absent  during  the  Three  Weeks-? 

No  ;  occasionally  I  visited  the  House  in  consequence  of  being  the  re$pon- 
«ible  Medical  Officer  to  the  Board. 
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Mr.  Abraham  King.      Was  that  at  the  Time  you  suffered  from  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ever  warn  the  Visiting  Committee  not  to  go  into  the  Workhouse 
on  account  of  the  Disorder  which  prevailed  ? 
I  believe  I  did,  ^n  One  or  Two  Cases, 

That  was  from  the  Conviction  that  it  was  infectious  ? 
It  was. 

At  what  Time  was  that  ? 

It  is  so  long  since  I  can  scarcely  say. 

You  never  made  a  regular  Report  of  your  having  that  Opinion  to  the 
Board? 

I  stated  to  the  Visiting  Committee  repeatedly  that  the  Dietary  was  pro- 
ducing  Diarrhoea. 

Did  you  state  to  them  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  in  your  Opinion  infectious,  and 
that  that  was  the  Reason  for  your  desiring  them  not  to  go  through  the 
Wards  ? 

Yes. 

You  never  brought  that  regularly  before  the  Board  by  any  Letter  of  yours? 
I  considered  that  my  stating  it  to  the  Committee  was  quite  sufficient. 

Did  you  ever  remonstrate  against  fresh  Persons  being  brought  in  while  the 
House  was  in  that  State  ? 

I  believe  I  did  once  write  a  Letter  to  the  Board  requesting  that  they  would 
not  send  old  Persons  with  diseased  Legs  so  as  to  give  rise  to  disagreeable 
Effluvia. 

Was  there  disagreeable  Effluvia  in  the  House  at  the  Time  ? 
Yes. 

During  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging  ? 
Yes. 

From  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  presume  it  was. 

When  was  it  you  stated  to  the  Visiting  Committee  that  they  had  better  not 
go  through  the  Wards  on  account  of  the  Infection  ? 
I  cannot  answer  that  Question  not  knowing  the  Date. 

Can  you  not  tell  whereabouts  as  to  the  Time  ? 
No,  I  cannot.  "" 

Was  it  before  or  after  you  wrote  this  Letter  of  the  25th  of  October? 
I  think  it  more  than  probable  it  was  before,  for  a  few  Days  after  that  Letter 
I  know  I  was  taken  very  ill  again,  and  was  obliged  to  give  up  to  Mr,  Poole. 

When  did  you  resume  again  ? 
Not  entirely  for  some  Months. 

You  think  it  was  before  the  Letter  of  the  25th  of  October  you  warned  the 
Visiting  Committee  not  to  go  to  the  Workhouse  because  it  was  infectious  ? 
I  believe  it  was. 

Did  any  of  them  go  in  to  your  Knowledge  afterwards  ? 
I  think,  in  the  Spring,  some  few  of  the  Members  went  in. 

Was  there  any  Time  when  they  did  not  go  in  ? 
'    I  cannot  answer  that. 

Did  you  ever  speak  to  Mr.  Baker  upon  the  Subject  ? 
Very  frequently ;  he  being  the  only  Guardian  near  I  frequently  had  Com- 
munication with  him. 

Did  you  speak  to  him  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee  ? 
Yes. 

Not  as  a  mere  personal  Acquaintance  ? 
No. 

But 
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But  as  positive  Information  to  him  as  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ?  Mt.  Abraham  Kmg. 

I  took  Two  or  Three  Times  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  to  Mr.  Baker,  to       

corroborate  what  I  stated  to  him,  he  being  a  very  active  humane  Guardian. 

The  Governor  corroborated  vou  as  to  the  Facts  at  the  Time  of  your  com- 
municating to  him  your  Medical  Opinion  upon  the  Subject  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  tell  Mr.  Baker,  about  August  1836,  that  the  Oatmeal  Gruel  occa- 
sioned this  Complaint  in  the  Paupers  ? 

I  will  not  pretend  to  say  it  was  August,  but  I  certainly  stated  it  to  him. 

Do  you  know  at  what  Time  you  wrote  that  Letter  about  not  admitting 
Persons  with  diseased  Legs  ? 
I  do  not. 

Was  any  Application  made  by  you  for  a  general  Alteration  of  the  Diet,  not 
merely  as  respected  the  Sick .  but  for  all  the  Paupers  in  the  House,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Effect  you  saw  produced  by  the  Oatmeal  Gruel  ? 

I  believe,  in  consequence  of  my  Representation,  it  was  stated  to  the  Board ; 
and  the  Answer  I  received  from  the  Board  was,  that  it  was  no  Concern  of 
mine ;  that  I  was  to  attend  to  the  Sick,  and  that  only. 

When  did  you  receive  that  Answer  from  the  Board  ? 
It  was  communicated  by  One  of  the  Visiting  Committee. 

Who  was  the  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  who  communicated  that  ? 
I  cannot  recollect.    I  think  it  was  Mr.  Baker ;  but  I  will  not  say  for  certain. 

You  did  not  go  to  the  Board  ? 

No.    I  considered  that  the  Visiting  Committee  were  the  responsible  Persons. 

That  you  were  to  communicate  to  them,  and  they  were  to  forward  your 
Communication  to  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

When  this  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  told  you  that  you  had  no 
Business  with  any  but  the  Sick,  did  he  state  that  as  Matter  of  his  own 
Opinion,  or  as  an  Answer  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

I  received  it  as  an  Answer  from  the  Board. 

That  was  your  Impression  ? 

X6S. 

He  did  not  state  that  as  an  Answer  from  the  Board  ? 
No. 

Had  you  any  other  Means  of  ascertaining  whether  it  was  brought  before  the 
Board? 
No. 

But  you  did  state  to  the  Visiting  Committee  that  the  Gruel  was  producing 
this  Disorder,  and  desired  that  the  Diet  might  be  chs^nged  ? 
Yes. 

And  the  Answer  you  got  was,  that  you  had  npthing  to  do  with  the  general 
Diet,  but  just  to  attend  to  the  Sick  ? 
Yes. 

Can  you  state  when  you  made  that  Representation  to  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee ? 

I  believe  there  was  One  Representation  of  that  Sort  before  I  wrote  the 
Letter ;  then  there  was  a  similar  Representation  the  following  Spring ;  and 
when  I  received  the  Answer  many  Children  were  suffering  severely.  When 
I  wrote  the  Letter  I  considered  that  the  Board  had  a  discretionary  Power  to 
diet  the  Children  under  Nine  Years  of  Age,  but  that  they  had  no  Power  of 
altering  the  general  Dietary  without  applying  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

Did  you  make  those  Representations  previous  to  writing  the  Letter  and  the 
other  in  the  Spring  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  Abraham  King.      Can  vou  recoUcct  to  whom  they  were  made  ? 
No,  I  cannot. 

Was  it  to  more  than  One  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes.    I  believe  there  were  Two  or  Three  present 

Were  they  visiting  the  House  at  the  Time  ? 
No ;  in  Committee. 

Where  did  the  Committee  sit  ? 

In  a  Room  adjoining  the  Workhouse. 

Did  the  Committee  meet  every  Week  to  visit  the  Workhouse  ? 
They  met  every  Week. 

Did  not  One  Member  visit  the  Workhouse  for  the  Committee  each  Week  ? 
I  cannot  answer  that  Question. 

You  do  not  know  either  one  way  or  the  other  ? 
I  know  that  the  Committee  met  every  Week. 

The  Three  Members  of  the  Committee,  or  the  whole  Committee  ? 
I  used  to  see  Three ;  sometimes  Four ;  sometimes  more. 

Did  they  meet  in  a  particular  Room  ? 
Yes. 

What  Room  was  that  ? 

A  Room  adjoining  the  Workhouse. 

A  Room  within  the  Precincts  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
It  was  under  the  same  Roof. 

It  was  Part  of  the  Workhouse,  then  ? 

Yes,  you  may  say  so ;  under  the  same  Roof. 

Was  it  the  same  Building  ? 

It  was  not  the  same  Building  ;  it  was  a  Building  erected  a  few  Years  ago 
for  a  Committee  Room. 

Did  you  attend  them  every  Week  there  ? 

I  attended  when  they  required  my  Attendance. 

Never  but  then  ? 

No  ;  unless  I  had  something  to  represent  to  them. 

On  this  Occasion  did  they  require  your  Attendance,  or  had  you  represented 
it  to  them  ? 

I  represented  it  to  them. 

You  cannot  recollect  who  were  present  at  the  Time  ? 
No. 

You  cannot  recollect  the  Dates  more  precisely  than  that  one  was  previous 
to  the  Letter  of  the  25th  of  October  and  the  other  in  the  Spring? 
I  believe  that  was  the  Fact. 

Was  there  any  Communication  between  that  Room  and  the  Workhouse  ? 
A  Doorway  adjoining  the  Kitchen. 

The  Kitchen  belonging  to  the  Workhouse  ? 

Not  the  general  Kitchen,  but  the  Kitchen  belonging  to  the  Governor. 

Persons  who  went  to  that  Room  would  be  tolerably  safe  from  any  Infection  ? 
There  was  no  immediate  Connexion. 

You  recommended  to  the  Gentlemen  not  to  go  into  the  Wards  on  account 
of  the  Infection  ? 
I  did  at  the  Time. 

Did  you  state  to  Mr.  Baker  that  you  had  got  the  Diarrhoea  in  your 
Attendance  on  that  House  ? 

I  stated  that  I  had  got  the  Diarrhoea ;  but  whether  it  was  in  consequence  of 
the  Performance  of -the  Duty  I  cannot  say. 

4  Did 
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Did  you  give  the  same  Advice  to  the  Governor  or  Matron  not  to  go  into  Mr.  Abraham  King. 
the  Bed-rooms  ?  ^ 

I  did. 

They  had  the  Diarrhoea? 
They  had. 

Very  badly  ? 

Yes ;  the  Governor  so  badly  that  I  recommended  that  he  should  be  removed 
from  the  House  entirely ;  a  strong  hale  Man  was  reduced  to  a  Skeleton  in  a 
short  Time. 

Do  you  attribute  that  to  the  Infection  that  was  in  the  House  from  the 
Diarrhoea? 

I  think  it  is  more  than  probable. 

Did  you  ever  so  represent  it,  either  to  the  Visiting  Committee  or  the  Board 
of  Guardians  ? 

Never  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  j  I  did  to  the  Visiting  Committee. 

Do  you  remember  whether  he  was  a  Man  of  drunken  Habits  ? 
I  believe  I  have  seen  him  tipsy,  but  I  should  say  his  Habits  were  not  those 
of  a  Drunkard. 

Did  you  never  remonstrate  with  him  upon  the  Subject  of  being  tipsy  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did* 

Did  you  ever  give  him  to  understand  that  his  Indulgence  in  tiiose  Habits 
was  unfavourable  to  his  getting  rid  of  this  Complaint  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say,  that  you  never  remonstrated  with  this 
Man  on  his  intemperate  and  drunken  Habits  ? 
I  cannot  recollect  any  thing  about  it. 

Can  you  recollect  whether  you  ever  told  him  that  if  he  did  not  leave  off 
those  intemperate  and  drunken  Habits  he  would  kill  himself? 
I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Sort. 

Are  you  sure  vou  never  did  say  any  thing  of  the  Sort  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  it. 

You  know  the  Man  well  ? 
Yes. 

If  you  had  had  an  Occasion  to  tell  him  that,  you  could  hardly  fail  to  have 
recollected  it,  could  you  ? 

I  think  I  should  have  recollected  it,  but  I  do  not 

Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say  you  never  did  tell  him  that  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Sort. 

Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say  you  have  not  said  something  of  the  Sort 
to  him  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Sort 

You  are  not  asked  whether  you  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Sort,  but  whether 
you  can  take  upon  yourself  to  say  you  had  not  told  him  so  ? 
I  have  no  Recollection  of  any  thing  of  the  Sort. 

Is  it  not  notorious  that  he  is  a  Man  of  very  drunken  Habits? 

No. 

You  know  him  well  ? 
Yes,  I  know  him. 

You  cannot  take  upon  yourself  to  say  you  have  not  told  him  that  if  he  would 
not  leave  off  those  drunken  Habits  he  would  kill  himself? 
I  do  not  think  I  ever  had  any  Conversation  with  him  upon  the  Subject 

You  never  had  any  Conversation  with  him  on  his  drunken  Habits  ? 
Not  that  I  can  recollect 
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Mr.  Abraham  King.      If  YOU  Cannot  recoUect  any  Conversation  with  him  about  his  Habits  of 

. Intemperance,  cannot  you  take  upon  yourselt  to  say  that  you  never  told  him 

that  if  he  did  not  leave  oflf  his  intemperate  Habits  he  would  destroy  himself? 
I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Sort. 
The  Question  is  whether  you  will  undertake  to  say  you  have  not  told 

him  so  ? 
X  do  not  remember  any  thing  of  the  Sort. 

Will  you  undertake  to  say  you  have  not  said  so  ? 

If  I  have  no  Recollection  I  cannot  say  any  thing  about  it 

Were  the  Man's  Habits  so  bad  that  it  was  likiely  you  should  tell  him  so? 
No }  I  never  saw  him  tipsy  more  than  once. 

Was  his  Diarrhoea  produced  by  Intemperance  ? 

No ;  had  it  been  so  stated  it  would  have  been  my  Duty  to  have  laid  it 
before  the  Board.    I  never  saw  Aim  tipsy  but  once. 

Was  he  very  drunk  then  ? 

He  was  able  to  understand  very  well  what  was  passing. 

Would  long  Habits  of  Intemperance  tend  to  produce  Diarrhoea  ? 
Not  generally.     Drinking  Port  Wine  would  not,  but  the  contrary;  but 
Cider  would. 

When  you  were  affected  with  the  Diarrhoea  did  you  as  a  Medical  Man 
consider  that  you  took  it  by  Contagion,  or  that  it  was  epidemic  and  originated 
in  yourself? 

I  consider  that  my  visiting  the  Workhouse  produced  it  to  a  certain  Extent ; 
at  other  Times  I  am  of  a  costive  Habit. 

Had  you  had  it  before  you  went  to  the  Workhouse  ? 
No. 

How  soon  after  the  Paupers  had  it  in  the  Workhouse  did  vou  have  it  ? 
I  suppose  it  was  about  a  Month  after  it  began  in  the  Workhouse. 

Had  the  Matron  the  Diarrhoea  also  ? 

I  believe  she  had,  but  not  to  such  an  Extent  as  her  Husband* 

And  the  Children  ? 

Yes }  One  was  very  bad  indeed. 

Were  they  on  the  same  Food  as  the  Paupers  ? 

No. 

Had  they  had  any  of  this  Oatmeal  at  all  ? 
1  believe  not. 

Those  were  Cases  in  which  you  attribute  the  Diarrhoea  to  the  Infection  ? 
J  think  it  is  more  than  probable. 

Supposing  it  was  not  caught  by  Infection,  by  what  do  you  suppose  it  would 
be  brought  on  ;  or  was  there  any  thing  particular  in  their  Diet  which  would 
bring  it  on  ? 

No,  I  could  discover  nothing. 

Did  you  discover  any  Reason  from  any  thing  they  ate  or  drank  ? 

No.  I  made  Inquiry  whether  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  old  Workhouse 
before  the  Formation  of  the  Union,  and  I  was  told  there  was  none ;  I  made 
many  other  Inquiries  whether  or  not  the  Water  was  of  a  purgative  Quality,  and 
it  ran  through  my  Mind  whether  the  low  Situation  would  produce  it,  but  I  set 
that  aside  in  consequence  of  the  Inmates  of  the  old  Workhouse  never  suffering 
from  it. 

You  were  satisfied  that  it  had  been  originally  produced  by  the  Gruel. 
Yes. 


Were  you  equally  satisfied  that  it  became  infectious  ? 
yes. 


Was 
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Was  the  Workhouse  in  such  a  State  that  it  was  safe  to  send  fresh  Paupers  into  Mr.Jbraham  King. 

it  who  might  require  Relief?  — — 

Certainly  not  j  they  ought  not  to  have  been  sent  in. 

When  was  it  first  in  that  State  that  they  ought  not  to  have  been  sent  in  ? 
1  felt  it  more  forcibly  when  I  wrote  the  Letter  about  the  bad  Legs  j  I  forget 
the  Date  of  the  Letter. 

Were  they  sent  in  notwithstanding  ? 
No  Cases  of  bad  Legs  were  sent  in. 

Were  there  fresh  Inmates  sent  in  ? 
Yes. 

You  did  not  mention  any  thing  about  Infection  in  writing  that  Letter  ? 
No  J  I  named  it  to  the  Visiting  Committee. 

The  Date  of  the  Letter  lappears  to  be  «*  December  the  13th,  1836.  To  the 
Gentlemen  of  the  Visiting  Committee.  Gentlemen, — It  will  be  very  desirable 
for  the  future  not  to  admit  Persons  above  the  A^e  of  Sixty  having  sore  ulcerated 
Legs.  Abraham  King,  Surgeon.*'  Was  that  with  a  view  to  the  ulcerated  Legs, 
or  to  Infection  ? 

It  was  with  the  view  of  not  increasing  that  noxious  Effluvia  which  was 
occasional  in  the  Wards. 

It  was  not  with  a  view  lest  those  Persons  having  the  ulcerated  Legs  should 
catch  the  Infection,  but  lest  the  bad  Smell  of  the  ulcerated  Legs  should  increase 
the  bad  Smell  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes,  and  increase  the  general  unhealthy  State  of  the  House. 

You  were  afraid  of  increasing  the  infectious  State  of  the  Atmosphere  ? 
Yes. 

Are  there  Houses  immediately  contiguous  to  the  Workhouse  ? 
No. 

How  far  are  they  ? 

I  suppose  Twenty  Yards. 

Were  there  many  Persons  living  in  those  Houses  near  the  Workhouse  ? 
There  were  several  Families  up  the  Street. 

Were  they  in  as  low  a  Situation  as  the  Workhouse  ? 
No,  they  were  rather  higher. 

Had  any  of  their  Families  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
1  cannot  answer  that 

You  have  said  that  you  were  absent  from  the  Workhouse,  and  that  prior  to 
the  Writing  of  the  Letter  you  were  affected  with  the  Diarrhoea ;  you  nad  not 
been  taking  Gruel  ? 

No. 

Was  it  from  Infection  at  that  Time  that  you  had  caught  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Really  I  cannot  say. 

What  do  you  think? 

I  am  sure  I  do  not  know ;  I  did  not  think  about  it. 

You  just  now  said  that  the  Oatmeal  had  produced  it? 
Not  in  myself. 

That  the  Oatmeal  had  produced  it  and  you  had  caught  the  Infection  ? 
I  do  not  think  I  stated  that. 

You  stated  that  it  was  from  Infection  you  caught  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  believe  I  was  asked  whether  the  Diarrhoea  was  produced  by  Infection ;  and 
my  Answer  was,  it  was  more  than  probable ;  I  could  not  say  for  certain. 

It  appeared  it  was  in  your  Case  produced  by  Infection  ? 
My  Answer  was,  that  it  was  more  than  probable. 
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Mr.JbrahamKing.      jt  had  not  been  caugbt  by  Infection  in  the  early  Part  of  October.    The 

Infection  had  begun  in  flie  early  Part  of  October  ? 

It  had,  I  suppose. 

How  soon  did  it  show  itself  in  the  House  ? 
I  think  about  August 

Did  Diarrhoea  show  itself  in  the  House  as  early  as  August? 
I  believe  it  did. 

It  became  infectious  at  that  Time  ? 

I  did  not  consider  it  infectious  at  first,  though  I  did  afterwards. 

How  soon  did  you  consider  it  infectious  ? 

About  the  Date  of  that  Letter;  the  25th  of  October. 

You  did  not  consider  it  infectious  before  ? 

I  was  making  up  my  Mind  upon  the  Subject  I  do  not  think  I  stated  to 
the  Committee  that  it  was  till  that  Time»  or  a  littie  before. 

Did  you  at  that  Time  state  to  the  Committee  that  it  was  infectious  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  state  to  the  Board  that  it  was  infectious  ? 
I  do  not  think  I  did. 

If  you  had  not  made  up  your  Mind  that  it  was  infectious,  to  what  did  you 
attribute  your  having  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  early  Part  of  October? 

I  thought  it  was  more  probable  to  be  caused  by  that,  though  my  Mind  was 
not  exactiy  made  up. 

When  did  you  first  become  Surgeon  to  the  Workhouse  ? 

At  the  Commencement  of  June,  I  think,  or  about  Midsummer. 

Had  the  Oatmeal  Diet  been  then  introduced  ? 

No ;  I  think  it  was  introduced  sometime  afterwards. 

Was  there  any  Diarrhoea  there  then  ? 

No ;  I  attended  the  old  Workhouse  a  Month  before  the  Commencement  of 
the  Union,  and  there  was  no  Diarrhoea  there  then. 

Was  there  any  Diarrhoea  till  the  Gruel  was  introduced  ? 
No,  I  think  not. 

How  long  after  the  Gruel  was  introduced  did  the  Diarrhoea  begin  ? 
I  think  about  a  Fortnight. 

How  long  after  the  Diarrhoea  began  did  you  communicate  to  the  Visiting 
Committee  that  it  had  begun  ? 
Probably  a  Fortnight 

Did  you  in  your  Communication  to  them  attribute  the  breaking  out  of  the 
Diarrhoea  to  the  Gruel  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  any  Alteration  made  in  the  Diet  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes.     I  suggested  Milk ;  and  I  was  allowed  to  give  Milk  to  the  Sick. 

That  was  the  25th  of  October,  was  not  it  ? 

I  think  I  had  given  Milk  to  the  Sick  before  that. 

Did  you  not  think  it  was  right  to  abstain  from  giving  Gruel  to  those  who 
were  well,  lest  they  should  get  the  Disorder? 
Yes. 

Did  you  communicate  that  to  the  Visiting  Committee? 

Yes.  I  stated  to  them  I  was  obliged  to  keep  a  common  astringent  Mixture 
in  the  House,  to  enable  them  to  keep  their  Food  in  their  Bowels  for  a  short 
Time. 

Notwithstanding  that  was  tiie  Dietary  altered  ? 
No,  not  for  some  Months. 

Did 
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Did  the  Diarrhoea  become  better  or  worse  ?  Mr.  Abraham  King. 

Sometimes  it  would  become  better  by  active  Treatment,  and  then  again  it      

became  worse. 

How  many  had  you  at  the  Time  under  your  Care  ? 
I  should  think  from  Ten  to  Twenty, 

Did  they  die  ? 
Many  of  them  did. 

Was  all  that  communicated  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes }  the  Death  Book  was  always  open  to  them. 

Notwithstanding  the  Death  Book  was  open  to  them  was  the  Gruel  still 
administered  ? 
Yes. 

To  what  did  you  attribute  your  Diarrhoea  in  the  early  Part  of  October  ? 
I  thought  it  more  than  probable  I  caught  it  from  Infection. 

Did  you  communicate  to  the  Visiting  Committee  at  that  Time  that  it  was 
infectious  ? 
I  believe  I  did. 

Was  any  Alteration  made  in  consequence  of  that,  either  in  the  Dietary  or 
any  thing  else  ? 
!No  ;  I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was. 

You  never  communicated  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  that  it  was  infectious  ? 
The  only  Communication  I  had  with  the  Board  was  that  Letter  which  is 
published. 

Were  you  disappointed  and  surprised  that  no  Alteration  was  made  in 
consequence  of  your  Communications  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

I  was  surprised  very  much^  and  alarmed  very  much  on  the  Subject  I  used 
to  state  the  Case^  not  only  to  the  Guardians  but  to  many  Inhabitants  of  the 
Town,  when  I  met  with  them. 

But  you  never  stated  that  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
I  stated  it  upon  that  Letter. 

Immediately  on  the  Receipt  of  that  Letter  was  not  an  Alteration  made  ? 

No. 

Was  not  the  Alteration  made  immediately  on  the  Suggestion  of  that  Letter? 
May  I  be  allowed  to  look  at  the  Letter  (^The  Witness  reads  wer  the  Letter). 
I  believe  the  Children  returned  to  Milk  Diet,  those  that  were  sick» 

Was  not  the  Suggestion  you  made  immediately  con^lied  with  ? 
Part  ofit;  the  Milk  Diet. 

To  the  sick  ? 

Yes  J  but  proper  Nurses  were  not  in  attendance. 

As  far  as  you  made  any  Suggestion  as  to  the  Diet  was  not  it  complied  with  ? 
With  regard  lo  the  sick  and  the  Milk. 

Was  there  any  Suggestion  with  regard  to  others  besides  the  sick  in  that 
Letter? 
That  Suggestion  was  conveyed  through  the  Committee. 

Did  you  ask  in  the  Letter  for  Nurses  ? 
Yes,  I  did. 

Was  not  every  Suggestion  in  the  Letter  with  respect  to  Diet  immediately 
complied  with  ? 

The  Milk  Diet  was  certainly  complied  with,  with  regard  to  those  who  were 
sick ;  but  the  proper  Nurses  were  not  provided. 

Was  not  every  Suggestion  made  in   that  Letter   with  respect  to  Diet 
immediately  complied  with  ? 
It  was. 
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Mr.  Abraham  King.      What  Was  your  ReasoD,  when  you  wished  at  fliture  Times  to  make  a  Sug. 
— —       gestion,  for  not  making  it  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  they  having  attended  to 
the  Suggestions  you  had  made  ? 
Because  I  considered  that  the  Committee  were  the  proper  Persons, 

On  that  Occasion  what  induced  you  to  naake  it  to  the  Board  of  Guardians? 
Because  the  Board  of  Guardians  had  a  discretionary  Power  as  to  the  Diet  of 
Children  under  Nine  Years  of  Age,  if  they  thought  fit. 

Was  not  that  Suggestion  made  by  you  through  the  Visiting  Committee  before 
that? 
I  suppose  it  was. 

In  consequence  of  its  not  being  complied  with  you  made  a  Suggestion  to 
the  Board  of  Guardians  which  was  immediately  complied  with  ? 
Yes. 

How  came  you  not  to  make  other  Suggestions  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
directly  when  you  found  your  Suggestions  to  the  Committee  were  not  attended 
to? 

The  Answer  respecting  the  general  Diet  stopped  me. 

Who  gave  that  Answer  ? 

One  of  the  Visiting  Committee. 

When  was  that? 

I  believe  it  was  before  I  wrote  the  Letter. 

What  was  that  Answer  ? 

That  it  was  my  Duty  to  attend  to  the  Diet  o£  the  Sick,  and  I  had  no  Concern 
with  the  others. 

You  have  said  that  Answer  was  given  to  you  by  One  of  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee  ? 
Yes. 

Cannot"  you  recollect  from  which  of  the  Visiting  Committee  you  heard 
that  ? 

No,  I  cannot. 

Was  it  Mr.  Baker  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  it  Mr.  Axford? 
I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  Ruddock  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Was  that  given  to  you  as  the  Opinion  of  all  the  Members  of  the  Visiting 
Committee,  or  as  the  Answer  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

It  was  given  to  me  as  a  Communication  from  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  at 
least  I  received  it  as  such»  and  acted  upon  it. 

Did  the  Person  say,  «*  I  have  been  desired  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  say 
that  it  is  your  Duty  to  attend  to  the  Sick  ?** 

He  did  not  say  he  was  desired  by  the  Board,  but  he  communicated  it  as  the 
Feeling  of  the  Board. 

How  came  you  to  write  the  Letter  respecting  ulcerated  Legs  ? 

I  was  anxious  not  to  increase  the  disagreeable  Effluvia  in  the  House* 

How  came  you  to  put  it  into  Writing? 

I  was  requested  by  One  of  the  Committee  to  do  so. 

Who  was  it  that  requested  that  ? 

I  really  cannot  say  who  was  the  Person. 

Had  you  made  some  Representations  respecthig  ulcerated  Legs  before? 
I  might  have  done  so,  but  I  do  not  recollect 

How  soon  had  this  offensive  Smell  shown  itself  j  did  it  show  itself  before  the 

Diarrhoea  ? 

No. 

What 
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What  was  the  Period  at  which  it  showed  itself?                                              Mr.  Mraixani  King. 
I  cannot  say.  

Some  Time  before  this  Letter  about  the  bad  L^  ? 
Some  Time  before. 

Had  you  remonstrated  before  about  sending  in  Persons  with  ulcerated 
Legs  ? 
I  might  have  done  so. 

Are  you  sure  whether  you  had  or  not  ? 
I  think  I  had. 

You  are  not  certain  whether  you  had  or  not  ? 
I  cannot  speak  positively. 

As  soon  as  that  Request  was  made  in  Writing  was  it  not  coaiplied 
with  ? 

Yes ;  no  Men  with  bad  Legs  were  sent  in. 

Subsequently  to  the  Letter  of  December  1836  the  Diarrhoea  became  much 
worse,  did  it  not  ? 

I  think  some  little  Time  afler  that  it  became  better,  and  then  was  worse 
again. 

You  still  continued  to  attribute  Infection  to  the  Complaint,  and  the  Origin 
of  the  Complaint  to  the  Gruel  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  upon  that  Occasion  make  any  Remonstrance  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  in  Writing  ? 
No. 

You  had  twice  before  that  made  Remonstrances  to  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
once  in  October  and  once  in  December,  and  having  found  your  Remon- 
strance immediately  complied  with,  how  came  you  not  to  remonstrate  again 
if  you  found  the  Lives  oi  Her  Majesty's  Subjects  in  danger? 

I  did  to  the  Visiting  Committee,  which  I  considered  the  responsible 
Body. 

You  had  made  a  Remonstrance  to  the  Visiting  Committee  in  October  about 
the  Gruel,  and  in  December  about  the  ulcerated  Legs,  and  you  found  it  had 
no  ££fect ;  but  you  found  on  putting  it  into  Writing  it  was  carried  to  the 
Board  and  had  an  Efiect ;  still  on  the  following  Occasion  you  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  put  that  into  Writing,  notwithstanding  the  good  Effect  you 
had  found  to  result  from  the  former  Letter  ? 

I  have  stated  before,  with  regard  to  the  Letter,  that  the  Board  had  a 
discretionary  Power  with  respect  to  Children ;  but  I  considered  that  the 
Committee  would  communicate  what  I  had  said  on  other  Subjects. 

On  each  Occasion  on  which  you  had  represented  to  the  Board  you  found 
your  Wishes  complied  with  ? 
No ;  proper  Nurses  were  not  provided. 

But  as  far  as  the  Diet  was  concerned  you  found  your  Wishes  complied 
with? 

As  to  the  sick  Children. 

Every  Suggestion  except  the  Nurses  was  immediately  complied  with,  was 
not  it? 
No. 

What  was  not  ? 

The  sick  were  not  separated  from  the  healthy. 

Is  that  suggested  ? 

Yes ;  and  that  the  Sick  Wards  should  not  be  scrubbed. 
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Mr.AbraiiamKing.      With  respect  to  the  Separation  of  the  sick,  was  not  that  done  ? 
•~~"—  It  could  not  be  done  because  the  House  was  so  small. 

Every  thing  that  could  be  done,  except  the  providing  of  Nurses,  was  done 
upon  that  Occasion,  was  not  it  ? 

That  the  sick  should  be  separated  from  the  healthy  was  not  complied 
with. 

You  say  it  was  not  possible  ? 

Not  without  taking  another  House ;  there  were  Plenty  of  Houses  in  the 
Town  they  could  have  rented. 

If  they  continued  in  the  House  it  was  impossible,  you  say? 
I  think  it  was. 

In  December  you  made  another  Suggestion  that  was  complied  with  ? 
Yes. 

Then  why  did  you  not  think  it  necessary  to  make  another  Suggestion  when 
you  found  that  your  Remonstrances  with  the  Visiting  Committee  were  not 
complied  with  ? 

I  stated  that  I  considered  them  the  Persons  to  represent  Circumstances  of 
that  Kind  to  the  Board. 

If  that  was  the  Case,  if  you  thought  the  Visiting  Committee  were  the  proper 
Persons  to  suggest  those  Things  to  the  Board,  how  came  you  to  write  a  Letter 
to  the  Board  on  the  25th  of  October  ? 

What  I  have  stated  was,  that  the  Board  of  Guardians  had  a  special  Power 
to  alter  the  Diet  of  Children  under  Nine  Years  of  Age,  and  not  of  the 
others. 

If  you  had  represented  that  to  the  Visiting  Committee  they  would  have 
represented  it  on  their  Part  to  the  Board  j  what  Was  your  Inducement  upon 
t;hat  Occasion  only  to  write  that  Letter  rather  than  leave  it  to  liie  Visiting 
Committee ;  were  vou  recommended  by  the  Visiting  Committee  to  write  a 
Letter  to  the  Board.  ? 

I  believe  I  was. 

What  is  your  Authority  for  stating  that  the  Board  of  Guardians  had  the 
Power  of  altering  iJie  Dietary  for  Chudren  under  Nine  Years  of  Age  ?      ^ 

If  your  Lordships  will  refer  to  the  Diet  Table,  that  is  One  of  the  Observa- 
tions  at  the  Bottom  of  the  Table. 

When  was  it  that  the  Diarrhoea  first  showed  itself  in  the  House? 
Some  Time  in  August  or  September;   the  latter  Part  of  August  or  the 
Beginning  of  September,  I  think. 

When  was  the  Gruel  first  adopted  ? 
I  think  some  Time  in  June. 

The  Diarrhoea  showed  itself  in  the  End  of  August,  you  say  ? 
Yes. 

Was  the  Dietary  strictly  adhered  to  immediately  after  it  was  established  ? 
I  believe  not. 

Did  the  Paupers  get  Milk  at  the  Recommendation  of  the  Medical  OflScer 
instead  of  a  Pint  and  a  Half  of  Gruel  ? 
I  believe  they  did. 

That  was  stopped  in  August  ? 
I  believe  it  was. 

You'freauently  communicated  with  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Once  a  Week. 

Who  were  the  Gentiemen  most  in  the  habit  of  attending  at  that  Period  ? 
Mr.  Baker  was  very  constant. 


Mr.  Henry  Parsons,  was  he  one  ? 
No. 
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Mr,  Starkie  ?  ^^^  Abraham  Kingn 

I  used  to  see  him  occasionally.  — — 

Mr.  Ruddock  the  Cler^onan  ? 
I  used  to  see  him  occasionally. 

Mr.  M.King? 

I  do  not  remember  Mr.  M.  King. 

Mr.  R.  K.  M.  King,  that  is  Mr.  Meade  King  ? 
Yes. 

Mr.  Poole? 

I  do  not  recollect  seeing  him  there. 

Mr.  Coulthurst  ? 

I  have  seen  him  repeatedly. 

Mr.  T.C.  Coulthurst? 

When  I  speak  of  Mr.  Coulthurst  it  is  the  one  residing  in  Bridgwater. 

Are  they  Brothers  ? 
I  believe  they  are. 

Mr.  Axford  was  pretty  constant  ? 
He  was. 

Those  pretty  constant  were  Mr.  Ruddock,  Mr.  Coulthurst  which  appears  to 
be  Mr.  Robert  Coulthurst,  Mr.  Baker,  and  Mr.  Axford  ? 

Yes. 

Those  were  the  Gentlemen  to  whom  you  were  in  the  habit  of  communicating 
the  State  of  the  House? 

Yes. 

You  say  you  recommended  a  Separation  of  the  sick  from  the  healthy  ? 

Yes. 

By  taking  another  House  ? 
I  did  not  particularize  that 

That  was  tne  only  Separation  that  could  take  place  ? 

Yes }  I  considered  the  Board  would  have  settled  that  Matter. 

Do  you  think  if  your  Advice  had  been  followed  some  of  those  Persons  who 
died  would  have  been  saved  ? 
I  think  that  more  than  probable. 

Do  you  recollect  sending  any  of  the  Children  to  Petherton  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  by  your  Advice  ? 
Yes. 

Had  they  had  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Some  of  them. 

They  were  sent  to  Ptetherton  for  the  Recovery  of  their  Health  by  Change 
of  Air? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  whether  any  of  those  Children  caught  the  Measles  ? 
I  thmk  I  heard  that  some  of  the  Children  died  afterwards. 

Is  it  likely  that  if  a  Person  had  been  weakened  by  Diarrfioea  and  was  then 
attacked  by  Measles,  the  Measles  would  then  be  fatal  ? 
Yes,  I  think  it  is. 

Were  they  sent  to  Petherton  Workhouse  after  your  Recommendation  that 
they  should  be  separated  ? 
1  think  they  were. 

How  soon  after  ? 

I  cannot  remember  j  it  is  now  Two  Years  ago. 
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Mr.  Abraham  King,      Subsequently  to  your  Recommendation  that  they  should  be  kept  separate 
^~— — -       they  were  sent  to  the  Petherton  Workhouse  ? 

Yes  J  I  know  they  were  sent,  but  whether  before  or  after  I  cannot  say. 

Was  there  sufficient  Room  in  the  Petherton  Workhouse  to  allow  a  due 
Separation  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  Workhouse  at  all. 

After  that  Separation  made  by  sending  them  to  the  Petherton  Workhouse 
was  there  any  subsequent  Recommendation  for  further  Separation  or 
Removal  ? 

I  do  not  recollect. 

Those  that  were  sent  to  the  Petherton  Workhouse  were  convalescent? 
They  were. 

Did  you  recommepd  the  Removal  of  those  that  were  actually  diseased? 
No,  I  recommended  those  that  were  well  to  be  removed;   that  I  thought  a 
Change  of  Air  would  do  them  good. 

Those  that  went  to  Petherton  Workhouse  were  of  that  Descripti(m  ? 
Yes. 

Your  Recommendation  was  effected  by  their  Removal  to  the  Petherton 
Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

Were  all  removed  that  you  thought  ought  to  be  removed  ? 
They  could  not  take  all. 

They  could  have  taken  them  at  some  House  at  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Should  there  have  been  more  removed  ? 
I  think  there  should. 

Was  the  Separation   of  the  sick  from  the  healthy  effected  as  far  as  the 
State  of  the  Premises  would  admit  of  it  ? 
I  did  it  as  far  as  I  possibly  could. 

You  recommended  it,  and  that  Recommendation  was  acted  \xpoa  by  the 
Officers  of  the  House  ? 
I  did  it  myself  J  I  was  there  many  Hours  assisting  them. 

Did  you  recommend    to   the  Committee  to  hire  another  Houee  in  the 
Neighbourhood  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
No,  I  did  not 

Can  you  state  in  what  Terms  you  gave  the  Intimation  that  more  Accom- 
modation should  be  provided  for  the  Sick  ? 
I  really  cannot. 

Did  it  ever  go  to  the  Extent  that  you  proposed,  that  another  House  or 
another  Apartment  should  be  taken  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  naming  any  thing  of  that  Sort ;  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing 
beyond  what  I  have  stated. 

The  Visiting  Committee  may  be  to  this  Hour  in  ignorance  of  what  you 
considered  necessary  upon  that  Subject? 

They  can  be  scarcely  called  in  ignprance  when  I  suggested  the  Thing  to 
them. 

In  what  Terms  ? 

That  the  sick  should  be  kept  separate  from  the  healtliy. 

Without  saying  that  you  considered  it  requisite  they  should  be  sent  out  of 

House?  .>         .        1  u       1 

I  considered  that  if  they  wished  for  farther  Information  they  would  apply 

to  me  ;  but  they  never  did. 

Did  you  offi^r  them  any  other  ? 

No.  „ 
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It  was  not  for  you  to  oBer  but  for  them  to  ask  Information  ?  jif^.  jhrakam  King. 

My  Suggestions  were  met  so  unpleasantly  that  I  refrained  from  sending  to  ■ 

the  Board ;   they   thought   it  no  Business  of  mine   to  interfere  with   the 
general  Health. 

That  Offer  was  not  made  to  the  Board  but  to  the  Committee  ? 
Yes. 

Because  it  was  met  unpleasantly  you  refrained  from  making  a  Communica- 
tion to  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

And  you  state  that  in  consequence  of  that  those  Lives  were  lost  ? 
There  were  certainly  some  Lives  lost. 

Can  you  reconcile  that  with  your  Duty  as  Medical  OflScer  of  the  Estab- 
lishment? 

Yes.  I  considered  that  I  did  perform  my  Duty  by  the  Letter  I  wrote,  for 
it  would  not  do  for  me  to  tease  the  Board  with  those  Matters  when  they  said 
I  had  no  Right  to  interfere  with  the  general  State  of  the  House. 

Was  the  Term  **  teased  '*  used. 

I  do  not  know  that  it  was,  but  it  was  met  in  a  very  unpleasant  Way. 

You  state,  that  in  consequence  of  that  Communication  being  met  so 
unpleasantly,  you  desisted  from  communicating  any  further  Information  to 
the  Board  upon  that  Subject  ? 

Yes ;  I  considered  the  Answer  they  gave  me  as  final ;  that  I  could  not 
venture  to  go  further. 

The  Course  was  this :  you  represented  this  to  the  Visiting  Committee, 
whose  Business,  as  you  conceived,  it  was  to  state  those  Representations  to  the 
Board? 

Yes. 

You  say  you  were  told  you  had  no  Business  to  interfere  with  the  Diet  so 
far  as  respected  healthy  Persons  ? 
Just  so. 

But  that  you  might  recomm^Hid  a  Change  as  to  the  sick  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  that  in  your  Letter  you  stated  the  Necessity  of  the  Separation  of 
the  sick  fitnn  the  healthy,  and  that  there  was  a  Necessity  for  a  greater 
Attendance  of  Niurses,  and  so  forth ;  and  that,  notwithstanding,  iJiose 
Things  were  not  done,  and  therefore  it  was  you  did  not  think  your  Inter- 
ference  with  the  Board  could  be  of  any  Use  ? 

Just  so. 

Will  you  look  at  Page  33  of  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet ;  you  will  there  see  a 
List  of  Persons  whom  he  states  to  have  died,  either  of  Diarrhoea  or  the  Con- 
sequences  of  Diarrhoea,  between  the  Months  of  September  1836  and  May  1837. 
The  first  Six  of  those  are  stated  to  have  died  of  Measles  ;  is  it  true  that  those 
Persons  were  afflicted  with  Diarrhoea,  and  that  that  Diarrhoea  made  the  Measles 
so  dangerous  to  their  Lives  that  it  was  fatal  in  consequence  ? 

I  cannot  say  that  as  to  all  of  them,  it  may  be  as  to  some  few  of  them. 

Which  would  those  be  ? 

I  cannot  remember  the  Names,  it  is  so  long  since. 

The  Report  of  the  Disease  was  made  by  you  in  the  Book  ? 
Yes.    Some  of  the  Number  I  know. 

That  was  a  true  Report  ? 
Yes. 

That  was  the  final  Cause  of  their  Death  ? 

Yes  ;  some  of  them  that  had  had  the  Diarrhoea. 

That  aggravated  the  Disorder  of  the  Measles  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  Abraham  King.      There  were  some  attacked  with  Marasmus  and  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs, 

—       and  Tubercles  on  the  Lungs,  were  there  not  ? 

Yes ;  I  recollect  George  Cox,  he  had  the  Diarrhoea,  and  Flora  Wilkins  and 
Woolcott. 

What  is  Marasmus  ? 
General  wasting. 

Would  Diarrhoea  aggravate  the  Symptoms  of  inflamed  Lungs  ? 
It  would  so  reduce  the  System  that  any  Exposure  to  Cold  would  bring  on 
Inflammation.  ' 

Are  not  pains  taken  to  reduce  Patients  suffering  from  Inflammation  on  the 
Lungs  ? 

That  depends  upon  whether  it  is  a  chronic  Case  or  an  acute  Case ;  in  many 
low  Fevers,  as  Typhus,  Inflammation  on  the  Lungs  is  present,  and  oftentimes 
a  Cause  of  Fever. 

Is  it  not  one  of  the  most  diflBcult  Things  in  Medicine,  in  Cases  of  Inflamma- 
tion  of  the  Lungs,  so  to  manage  the  Reduction  of  the  Patient  as  not  to  impair 
his  Strength  and  render  him  unable  to  resist  the  Effects  of  the  Disorder? 

That  is  a  difficult  Point. 

You  apprehend  that  the  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  and  Tubercles  of  the 
Lungs  were  produced  or  aggravated  by  Diarrhoea  ? 

'The  Constitutions  were  so  reduced  that  they  did  not  rally  as  they  ought  to 
have  done. 

Do  you  observe  the  Ages  of  those  Persons? 
Yes. 

Do  you  think,  on  observing  those  Ages,  that  they  were  so  weakened  by  the 
Diarrhoea,  that  the  Measles  in  the  one  Case  and  the  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs 
in  the  other  was  the  Cause  of  their  Death  ? 

The  immediate  Cause  of  Death  I  considered  at  the  Time  to  be  that  I  have 
stated  here. 

But  the  remote  Cause  might  have  been  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes. 

The  Diarrhoea  might  so  weaken  the  whole  System  that  the  other  Disorder 
would  have  greater  Power  and  produce  Death  ? 

Yes.  This  Name  Woolcott  recurred  to  my  Mind  since  I  was  before  your 
Lordships  Committee.  I  met  one  of  the  Sisters,  and  spoke  to  her  Mistress  on  the 
Subject ;  and  her  Statement  is,  that  the  poor  Creature  could  not  sit  at  her 
Meals  without  her  Faeces  running  away  from  her.  She  is  living  now  at  Bradley's 
Green,  in  Cannington  Parish. 

Which  is  the  one  who  is  suffering  now  ? 
I  do  not  know  her  Name. 

Was  she  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes.  . 

Had  she  the  Diarrhoea? 

Yes. 

Flora  Wilkins  you  represented  as  d3ring  of  ulcerated  Bowels  j  is  that  likely 
to  be  produced  by  Diarrhoea  ? 
She  had  the  Diam-hoea. 

Does  Diarrhoea  frequently  produce  Ulcers  in  the  Bowels? 
Yes,  Ulcers  are  formed. 

Did  you  open  her  after  Death  ? 

I  did  not.  I  was  in  so  bad  a  State  of  Health  I  was  afraid,  althcnigh  I  was 
anxious  to  do  it.  There  was  one  Ulcer  at  the  extreme  Point  of  the  Kectura, 
which  I  saw  with  my  own  Eyes. 

Was  that  produced  by  Diarrhoea  ? 

There  is  great  Probability  that  it  was.  There  is  no  Doubt  that  Irritation 
ascended  from  the  Rectum. 

s  It 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.     1001 

It  descended,  did  it  not  ?  Mr.  Abraham  King 

The  Irritation  ascended  from  the  external  Point  of  the  Rectum.  — -.— 

That  Ulcer  was  produced  by  the  Diarrhoea? 
I  think  it  most  probable. 

Looking  back  to  the  State  of  that  Workhouse  at  that  Time,  are  you  of 
opinion  that  the  taking  of  this  Gruel,  which  began  strictly  in  the  Month  of 
August,  was  the  Cause  of  that  Disorder  appearing  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  believe  that  was  the  Cause. 

Do  you  believe  that  afterwards  the  House  actually  became  infectious  ? 
That  was  my  Impression. 

Do  you  know  whether  after  the  House  had  become  infectious  other  Persons 
were  sent  into  it  ? 
I  believe  there  were. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  and  his  Family  being  sent  in  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Man,  but  I  recollect  his  Children. 

In  what  State  did  they  come  into  the  House  ? 
In  a  State  of  great  Poverty. 

Were  they  in  health  ?  * 

Yes,  I  beUeve  they  were ;  I  do  not  recdlect  that  they  were  sick. 

Did  they  become  sick  soon  after  they  entered  the  Workhouse  ? 
They  were  under  my  Care — I  cannot  say  how  soon  after  j  I  know  I  attended 
them. 

Was  it  Diarrhoea  they  suflFered  from  ? 

Yes ;  I  believe  they  suffered  from  Diarrhoea. 

Did  they  die  of  it  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  the  House  at  the  Time  Kidnw  was  brought  into  it  in  a  fit  State  to 
receive  fresh  Paupers  ? 

I  cannot  recollect  when  Kidner  was  brought  in. 

He  went  into  the  Workhouse  in  December  1836 ;  do  you  recollect  when 
they  were  taken  sick  ? 

No,  I  cannot  tell  without  referring  to  the  Bock. 

There  was  a  great  deal  of  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  at  that  Time  ? 
There  was    a  great    deal   of  Diarrhoea  in  the    House  in  December,    1 
believe. 

Was  there  any  Diarrhoea  out  of  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time? 
Very  little  in  comparison  to  what  there  was  in  the  House. 

Will  you  ascertain  from  Examination  of  the  Book  at  what  Time  Kidner's 
Children  were  taken  ill  ? 

I  see  John  Kidner,  25th  of  Decemb^,  Constipation  of  the  Bowels  ;  Kidner, 
Elizabeth,  on  the  28th  of  December,  Diarrhoea. 

Suppose  the  Diarrhoea  to  have  been  infectious,  would  it  have  taken  a  Fort* 
night  to  have  shown  itself? 

I  cannot  tell.    Elizabeth  Kidner  lived  on  the  Oatmeal. 

Then  the  Diarrhoea  in  her  Case  would  be  in  consequence  of  living  on  the 
Oatmeal  ? 

I  should  think  it  more  than  probable  that  was  the  Cause. 

If  the  House  was  infectious  at  that  Time  why  did  not  she  take  it  by 
Infection  ? 

Strong  Persons  resist  Infection  much  more  than  weak;  after  they  are 
reduced  they  take  it. 

Do  you  consider  that  Oatmeal  produces  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  dia  in  that  Case. 
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Mr.  Abraham  King.      Generally  speaking,  do  you  think  so  ? 

If  we  look  to  the  Scotch  they  make  use  of  Oatmeal,  but  they  drink  Whi^ey 

as  a  Corrective,  I  believe. 

How  do  you  account  for  the  Diarrhoea  not  having  shown  itself  in  other 
Workhouses  where  Gruel  has  been  used  ? 

I  cannot  say  any  thing  about  that. 

Do  you  consider  that  the  Gruel  taken  in  the  Way  that  it  was  in  tliis  Work- 
house produced  Diarrhoea  ? 

Yes.  I  tried  the  cooking  of  it  in  different  Ways ;  it  was  first  boiled  Twenty 
Minutes,  and  I  then  ordered  it  to  be  boiled  an  Hour  to  make  it  of  more 
Substance  and  less  watery. 

When  you  represented  this  to  the  Visiting  Committee  you  say  you  were 
told  that  the  Dietary  so  far  as  healthy  Persons  were  concerned  could  not  be 
meddled  with  ^ 

Yes. 

Was  there  any  Diarrhoea  out  of  the  House  at  that  Time? 
There  were  a  few  Cases,  but  nothing  in  comparison  to  the  Cases  in  the 
House. 

When  did  it  manifest  itself  out  of  the  House  ? 

I  think  during  the  Autumn  of  1836  we  had  some  Diarrhoea  out  of  the 
House,  but  no  fatal  Cases  that  I  recollect 

Were  there  no  Cases  out  of  the  House  before  it  appeared  in  the  Workhouse 
at  all? 

I  cannot  recollect. 

You  are  not  sure  that  there  were  not  ? 

No. 

You  do  not  remember  how  many  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  you  attended  yourself 
out  of  the  House  at  that  Period? 

Taking  my  Parish  Patients  out  of  the  House,  I  should  say  not  more  than 
One  in  Thirty. 

How  many  had  you  in  the  House  ? 
•  One  in  every  Four  or  Five. 

You  say  those  out  of  the  House  were  not  fatal  ? 
No. 

Do  you  know  whether  it  was  a  prevalent  Disease  in  the  Town  and  the 
Country  round  ? 
Not  more  than  it  is  every  Autumn. 

It  does  prevail  every  Autumn  ? 

Generally  speaking,  in  Time  of  ripe  Fruit  it  prevails  out  of  Doors. 

You  stated  that  it  originated  in  the  Workhouse  from  the  Gruel  Diet  j  do  the 
People  out  of  the  House  use  the  Gruel  Diet  likewise  ? 
Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

It  began  in  the  Workhouse  before  tTie  Autumn,  did  it  not  ? 
I  think  so. 

It  continued  long  after  the  Autumn,  into  the  Winter  and  during  the  Winter? 
Yes  ;  and  it  returned  in  the  Spring  with  greater  Violence. 

Was  it  prevalent  out  of  the  Workhouse  before  the  Autumn,  and  after  the 
Autumn  had  terminated  ? 

There  were  some  few  Cases.  If  I  were  to  say  I  had  Sixty  Patients  or  more 
out  of  the  House  I  might  find  among  them  Two  or  Three  Cases  of  Diarrhoea. 

What  Proportion  of  your  Patients    in  the  House    were  there    with    the 
Diarrhoea  ? 
One  in  Four  or  Five. 

Will  you  take  upon  you  to  say  how  many  Diarrhoea  Cases  you  attended 
between  the  Autumn  of  1836  and  the  End  of  the  Spring  of  1837  out  of  the 
House  ? 

I  could  not  state  without  a  Reference. 
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Are  you  aware  that  your  Book  makes  it  appear  that  you  attended  Ten  Mr.  Abraham  Kins 
XHarrhcea  Cases  out  of  the  Workhouse   before  you  attended  One  in  the      — — — . 
House  ? 

There  might  have  been  Ten  Cases ;  but  on  tlie  Average  there  were  not 
more  than  the  Proportion  I  have  stated. 

Do  you  not  find  by  your  Book  that  it  prevailed  in  the  Country  a  Month 
before  it  prevailed  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

It  is  impossible  to  say ;  they  are  all  jumbled  together.  I  know  that  the 
Cases  in  the  House  were  common,  and  t  kept  a  common  astringent  Mixture 

there,  which  I  directed  the  Governor  to  give  in  all  Cases. 

« 

That  is  your  own  Book  before  you  ? 

J.  es. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  did  not  distinguish  between  the  Out-door 
and  In-door  Patients  ? 

I  have  since  kept  them  in  Two  separate  Books.  Here  is  one  Case,  of 
Sarah  Mullins,  which  I  recollect  I  attended  in  the  Hbuse,  though  that  is 
not  stated. 

What  enables  you  to  state  that  ? 

Because  it  was  a  veiy  severe  Case  of  Diarrhoea ;  I  recollect  there  was  Sick- 
ness attending  it,  and  I  directed  an  astringent  Injection  to  be  thrown  up,  and 
it  had  the  desired  Effect. 

Was  she  taken  ill  in  the  Workhouse,  or  removed  into  the  Workhouse  in 
consequence  of  her  being  attacked? 
I  really  cannot  say. 

Which  Book  will  show  whether  she  was  in  the  Workhouse  at  that  Period  ? 
The  Admission  Book  will  show  it.    The  Books  were  not  sufficient  to  put 
down  all  the  Complaints  they  suffered  from. 

Did  you  abide  by  the  Directions  of  the  Guardians  in  keeping  that  Book  ? 
We  put  down  such   Diseases  as  would  be  understood  by  them  j    but 
frequently  the  Patients  were  suffering  under  Two  Complaints. 

Was  not  there  a  Column  for  distinguishing  the  In-door  from  the  Out-door 
Paupers  ? 

Yes ;  but  there  was  an  Order  directing  me  to  state  in  the  In-door  Column 
the  Parish  to  which  the  Pauper  belonged,  either  Chedzoy  or  Bridgwater,  or 
any  other  Parish. 

The  Entries  which  appear  on  this  Occasion  were  made  by  Direction  of  the 
Guardians  ? 
Yes. 

You  have  no  Doubt  that  there  were  a  great  Number  of  Diarrhoea  Cases  in 
the  Workhouse  ? 
Not  the  slightest. 

There  may  have  been  some  out  ? 
I  know  there  were. 

You  were  enabled  to  give  the  Children  Milk  Diet,  and  the  old  People  Tea, 
and  so  forth,  and  that  checked  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes. 

Then  when  they  returned  to  the  other  Diet  it  returned  again  ? 
Yes. 

On  what  Occasion  did  they  return  ;  Milk  was  only  given  to  the  sick  People^ 
was  it? 

The  Children  had  Milk  generally,  I  believe. 

When  was  it  altered  back  again  j  was  there  any  Order  given  by  the  Board 
for  altering  it  back  again  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  know  that  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  complained  that  my 

^dering  so  much  Tea  and   Sugar,  and  Butter,  and  so  on,   was  attended 
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Mr.  Abraham  King,  with  considerable  Expense.    In  consequence  I  reluctandy  ordered  them  back 
— "~~"*~       to  the  general  Diet,  knowing  they  Would  soon  come  on  the  Sick  List  agaio, 
which  some  of  them  did. 

While  the  People  were  sick  of  Diarrhoea  you  were  enabled  to  change  the 
Diet,  then  they  got  weU,  and  then  they  were  to  return  again  to  the  Gruel? 

Yes ;  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  complained  that  so  much  Tea  and  Butter 
and  Sugar  were  made  use  of. 

Who  was  that  ? 
I  cannot  say. 
Was  it  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  it  Mr.  Coulthurst  ? 

Mrs.  Gover  will  be  more  likely  to  tell  that. 

Sarah  MuUins  appears  to  have  been  admitted  into  the  House  the  19th  of 
July  1836  J  a  single  Woman,  she  then  being  ill  ? 
I  recollect  it  was  a  Case  of  much  Interest 

Why? 

The  Case  was  an  extreme  one.  I  repeatedly  checked  the  Diarrhoea  by  an 
Injection  ^  and  I  happened  to  be  absent,  and  Mr.  Poole  saw  her,  and  when  I 
came  down  the  next  Morning  I  found  her  dead  i  she  was  taken  in  the  Night 
and  died  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Coming  in  in  a  bad  State  of  Health  she  would  be  more  affected  by  the 
Disease  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  that  when  they  returned  to  the  old  Diet  they  got  worse 
again? 

Yes ;  there  were-  Two  Cases,  of  the  Names  erf*  Mary  Harding  and  Diana 
Brown,  who  were  Instances  of  tihat. 

At  what  Time  did  you  receive  tiie  Order  tO'  distinguish  the  Parishes  jfrom 
which  the  In-door  Paupers^  came  ? 

I  received  that  about  the  l6th  of  August. 

Was  there  a  post  mortem  Examination  of  Mullins-? 

No ;  I  was  in  such  an  ill  State  of  Health  I  thought  I  should  be  running  a 
Risk  in  doing  it 

After  you  received  that  Order  from  the  Guardians  you  did  manage  to 
distinguish  the  In-door  Patients  from  the  Out-door  ia  a  great  Portion  of  the 
Book? 

Yes ;  I  did  it  more  particularly  than  Mr.  Poole,  I  see.. 

Was  not  there  an  express  Request  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  that  you 
would  make  the  Distinction  ? 

No,  there  was  no  Order  that  I  recollect  particularly  on  that  Subject; 
there  was  an  Order  that  the  Surnames  should  be  mentioned  before  the 
Christian  Names,. 

You  were  understood  to  say  that  these  are  the  Gentlemen  who  attended  the 
Visiting  Committee  most  commonly  :  Mr.  Ruddock,  Mr.  Coulthurst,  Mr,  Baker, 
and  Mr.  Axford  ? 

Yes. 

Mr.  Parsons,  Mr.  Starkie,  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Poole,  and  Mr.  C.  Coulthurst, 
you  never  saw  three,  or  very  rarely  ? 

Very  rarely. 

The  House  was  never  in  sa  bad  a  State  that  you  were  afraid  of  visiting  it 
yourself? 

I  never  fear  any  thing  of  that  Sort 

Did  you  ever  see  such  a  Case  as  any  Patients  being  unable  to  retain 
their  Faeces,  and  lying  on  their  Beds^  in  a  Puddle  of  their  own  Faeces  and 
Urine? 

I  have  been  informed  that  such  was  the  Case. 
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You  never  saw  it?  Mr.  Abraham  King. 

No ;  I  never  recollect  seeing  such  a  Thing. 

Do  you  recollect  that  they  were  ever  in  that  State  that  their  Faeces  left 
them  as  they  walked  across  the  Room  ? 
I  can  easily  imagine  that. 

You  never  saw  it  ? 
No. 

Do  you  believe  it? 
I  do. 

Was  it  ever  reported  to  you  by  the  Governor  or  the  Matron  ? 
I  heard  it,  but  I  cannot  say  from  whom  I  heard  it. 

You  cannot  state  that  the  Governor  ever  reported  that  to  you  or  ine 
Matron  ? 

No,  I  cannot. 

Gover  was  the  Governor? 
He  was. 

The  Matron  is  his  Wife  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  a  Deputy  Governor  ? 
There  was  for  a  Time. 

What  was  his  Name  ? 
John  Trood. 

How  came  there  to  be  Two  Governors  ? 

This  Man  was  appointed  while  I  sent  the  first  Governor  to  take  Change 
of  Air^ 

When  was  that  ? 
I  cannot  tell. 

You  knew  Gover  before  that  ? 

I  knew  little  df  him  before  he  was  Master  of  the  Workhouse. 

Do  you  know  whether  he  was  enabled  to  keep  the  Accounts  in  the  Book 
himself? 

I  do  not  know  that. 

You  are  not  sure  whether  you  heard  from  him  this  Account  respecting  the 
People  ? 

No  ;  I  am  not  sure  from  whom  I  heard  it. 

You  may  have  heard  it  from  Mr.  Bowen  ? 
No ;  I  never  heard  it  from  him. 

You  never  witnessed  any  of  those  Things  yourself? 
No. 

You  were  there  pretty  constantly  2 
Yes ;  Twice  a  Day. 

How  long  did  you  stay  ? 

Sometimes  Half  an  Hour,  sometimes  an  Hour. 

Was  there  a  Smell  in  the  House,  as  if  arising  from  sirch  Circumstances  f' 
Yes ;  very  disagreeable  sometimes. 

As  if  arising  from  a  Want  of  Power  of  retaining  the  Faeces  ? 
Yes. 

There  was  no  other  Way  of  accounting  for  the  Smell ;  from  the  Sewer  or  a 
Smell  from  the  River  ? 

No ;  there  was  a  Fresh-water  Stream  running  at  the  Bottom  of  the  Garden^ 
and  carried  every  thing  away. 
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Mr.  Alii  aham  King.      If  it  was  likely  that  the  Faeces  might  run  from  thetfi  while  walking,  is  it 

not  eq'jally  likely  it  might  run  from  them  when  they  were  in  their  Bed  ? 

Yes ;  I  know  some  of  the  Paljents  that  had  from  Thirteen  to  Fourteen 
Evacuations  in  the  Night  ;  I  think  Mary  Harding's  was  such  a  Case;  she 
suflered  extremely  in  that  Way. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
James  Cover.  JAMES  GOVER  is  Called  in,  and  examined  as  follows  : 


YOU  live  at  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

You  are  a  Sailmaker  ? 
I  am. 

Were  you  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  ? 
I  was. 

At  what  Period  ? 

From  the  21st  of  June  1836  to  the  25th  of  last  January. 

Soon  after  you  came  into  the  Workhouse  was  a  new  Dietary  established? 
It  was. 

Previous  to  that  Period  was  any  Gruel  used  in  the  Dietary  ? 
There  was  not. 

What  State  was  the;  House  in  in  respect  of  Health  at  the  Time  the  new 
Dietary  was  established  ? 
They  were  all  in  very  good  Health. 

It  was  the  14th  of  June  the  Dietary  was  established  ? 
I  believe  that  was  the  Time. 

At  what  Time  were  vou  elected  ? 

I  came  into  the  Workhouse  the  21st  of  June. 

Was  the  Dietary  strictly  adhered  to  at  first  ? 
It  was. 

It  was  a  Diet  partly  of  Milk  at  first  ? 

Before  we  altered  the  System,  when  I  went  there  at  first,  we  were  giving 
them  the  same  as  had  been  given  in  the  old  Time. 

When  did  you  alter  it  ? 

We  altered'  it  some  Time  in  July ;  I  am  not  certain  as  to  the  Day. 

Was  it  in  July  or  August  ? 
I  think  July. 

Soon  after  that  Dietary  was  altered  was  there  any  Alteration  in  the  Health 
of  the  Inmates  ? 
There  was. 

What  was  that  Alteration  ? 
Bowel  Complaint  and  Diarrhoea. 

Did  that  continue  ? 
It  did. 

At  what  Time  were  you  affected  with  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  was  not  affected  tin  after  Christmas. 

How  long  had  the  Diarrhoea  been  going  on  in  the  Workhouse  before  you 
were  affected  ? 
Several  Months. 

Was  your  Wife  also  affected  with  it? 

She  was. 

And  your  Children  ? 

Yes. 

Had 
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Had  they  Uved  on  Gruel  ?                                                                                    j^^,,  ^.^^^^ 
No.  . 

Had  you  Milk  for  them  ? 

Yes  ;  they  generally  lived  on  Milk  or  Tea. 

They  had  none  of  the  Gruel  ? 
No. 

Which  of  you  began  first  to  have  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  believe  I  was  affected  first. 

That  was  about  Christmas  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  speak  to  the  Medical  Man  about  yourself? 

What  didhe  state  to  you  as  to  the  Cause  of  it  ? 

He  stated  that  it  was  the  Diarrhoea,  and  gave  me  certain  Powders,  which 
soon  put  me  to  rights  at  that  Time. 

Did  he  state  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  Infection,  or  any  thing  of  that 
Kind? 

No.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  how  I  caught  the  Diarrhoea ;  by  lifting  up  a 
Man  that  had  it  very  bad ;  a  Man  who  died,  of  the  Name  of  Farthing. 

Do  you  recollect  when  that  was  ? 

No,  I  do  not ;  but  it  was  the  very  Day  he  died.  I  was  taken  within  Five 
Minutes  afterwards  very  violently.  I  see  by  the  Death  Book  Farthing  died 
on  the  27th  of  November ;  it  was  about  Eight  o'Clock  in  the  Morning.  I 
put  a  small  Drop  of  Brandy  in  his  Mouth ;  the  Person  who  had  attended 
him  was  taken  very  ill,  and  1  was  obliged  to  go  and  attend  him  myself. 

Do  you  mean  the  Nurse  ? 

Rowsell  was  the  Man  who  was  attending.  I  carried  out  the  Brandy,  and 
I  lifted  him  up. 

At  the  Time  Rowsell  went  to  attend  upon  Inm  had  he  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
No.     I  suppose  I  caught  the  Diarrhoea  of  him  in  lifting  him  up  ;  he  was 
dirty,  of  course,  and  the  Smell  got  into  my  Stomach  immediately. 

You  felt  a  Sickness  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  ever  state  to  the  Medical  Man  this  Fact,  that  you  believed  you 
had  caught  it  from  this  Person  ? 
I  do  not  know  that  I  did. 

With  respect  to  your  Wife ;  did  she  get  it  in  the  same  Way  ? 

I  believe  she  caught  it  from  attending  to  the  Children  in  the  Nursery. 

That  was  not  till  after  you  had  it  ? 

No  J  she  did  not  get  affected  till  afterwards. 

How  do  you  imagine  your  Children  were  affected  ? 

They  were  affected  by  me ;  by  visiting  me  as  soon  as  they  came  home.  They 
thought  I  should  die  at  the  Time.  The  Children  were  brought  home  to  see 
me,  and  caught  it ;  they  were  living  in  the  Town ;  they  were  brought  home 
on  purpose  to  see  me  while  I  was  so  very  ill. 

Was  there  at  the  same  Period  in  the  House  a  bad  Smell  ? 

Shocking ;  in  the  Morning  when  they  first  were  brought  down  Stairs  it  was 
dreadful  j  I  have  seen  the  Women  come  in  the  Morning  with  the  dirty  Things, 
and  I  have  seen  them  go  outside  \  they  were  sick  directly;  in  fact  it  was  enough 
to  make  any  one  sick. 

Did  you  ever  represent  this  to  any  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes,  to  Mr.  Baker  j  he  lived  close  to  me. 

Did  you  represent  it  to  any  other  of  them  ? 

It  was  represented  to  Mr.  Axford  and  Mr.  Coulthurst ;  I  stated  what  a  State     ^ 
the  Clothes  were  in. 
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Did  you  say  any  thing  to  them  about  sending  in  any  fresh  PersoM  vhfle  the 
House  was  in  this  State  ?  ,11 

Yes ;  I  begged  them  to  represent  it  to  the  Board,  and  to  entreat  them  not  to 
send  any  more  into  the  House. 

Did  you  suppose  it  was  infectious  ? 

I  was  met  by  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  one  Day ;  he  said  "  Have  you 
seen  the  Committee?*'  I  said  "  No,  Mr.  Parsons  ^  he  said  "You  look  very  bad. 
I  have  been  to  see  the  House j  they  say  the  Diarrhoea  is  infectious.*'!  said 
**  Yes,  5ir,  I  am  sure  it  is;  I  have  been  affected  with  it  Two  or  Three  Times, 
and  if  you  had  been  in  such  a  Room  you  would  have  been  sure  to  have 
caught  if 

Did  Mr.  King  caution  ycm  at  any  Time  on  the  habit  of  drinkmg,  and  say 
you  would  be  bad  yourself  if  you  continued  it? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  he  (fid,  he  may  have  done  so. 

Did  you  ever  give  him  Occasion  to  make  such  a  Remark  to  you  ? 
Never  that  I  know  of 

Why  do  you  think  he  may  have  cjone  so  ? 

He  may  have  done  it,  but  I  do  not  recollect  it  at  alL 

Have  your  Children  got  well  again  ? 
They  have. 

And  your  Wife  too  ? 
Yes. 

You  were  away  for  some  Time  in  Gruans^  ? 
I  was  away  for  Three  Weeks. 

Did  you  give  up  the  Government  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes,  to  a  Person  of  the  Name  of  Trood,  during  the  Time  I  wa^  away. 

Did  you  come  back  to  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

When  did  you  come  back  to  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  think  the  25th  or  36th  of  March. 

How  long  did  you  remain  then  ? 
Till  the  5th  of  last  January. 

Then  you  gave  it  up  ? 
I  did. 

Why  did  you  give  it  up  ? 

I  gave  Notice  to  give  it  up ;  the  Sdiary  was  not  sufficient;  and  in  fact  when  1 
went  there  to  take  it  first  I  expected  to  have  had  every  thing  allowed  me,  but 
I  found  everything  diflFerent  j  in  consequence  of  my  trying  to  get  some  Tea  and 
Sugar  allowed  to  the  Women  that  washed  the  Clothes,  Mr.  Somers  made  a 
Motion  to  take  away  the  Tea,  Sugar,  and  Butter  from  me,  and  I  had  to  pay 
for  Two  of  my  Children  that  were  not  in  the  Place  for  Six  Months. 

You  were  not  discharged  by  the  Board,  but  gave  them  Notice  ? 
I  did. 

When  you  came  back  in  March  was  there  still  Diarrhoea  in  the  House? 
There  was. 

Did  you  catch  it  again  ? 

I  did  not ;  I  was  sick  about  a  Week  afterwards,  but  I  did  not  get  the 

Diarrhoea. 

Did  any  of  your  Family  get  it  ? 

I  had  One  of  my  Family  ill  at  that  Time,  a  little  Girl ;  she  was  ill  for  Six 
Months. 

Did  she  live  ? 

Yes,  she  recovered,  but  has  never  been  healthy  since* 

Was 
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Was  then  the  aame  Smell  in  the  House  then  ? 

Yes,  but  not  so  bad  as  when  I  left  it ;  t^ere  were  not  so  many  bad  with 
Diarrhoea  when  I  came  back. 

Do  you  remeid>er  some  of  the  Children  being  sent  out  to  Petherton 
Workhouse? 
I  do. 

By  whom  was  that  done  ? 

In  consequence  of  the  Recommendation  of  the  Doctor  j  they  were  iU,  and  he 
thought  it  might  do  them  good. 

They  were  ill  of  Diarrhoea  ? 

Yes  J  they  died,  some  of  them,  after  they  went  over. 

Do  you  recollect  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  coming  in  ? 
Yes  J  he  came  in  with  his  Wife  and  Family. 

Was  that  after  you  had  represented  to  the  Visiting  Committee  that  they 
should  not  send  in  any  more  in  its  then  State  ? 

Yes,  it  was  j  it  was  quite  dreadful  at  the  Time  to  think  of  their  sending  in  a 
Family  in  that  Way,  while  we  were  in  such  a  Mess  in  the  House. 

Were  there  any  Beds  for  him  and  his  Wife  and  Kve  Children  ? 
They  were  obliged  to  be  separated,  one  one  Way  and  another  another. 

Were  there  Beds  provided  for  them  the  First  Night  ? 
I  believe  there  was  One. 

In  what  Way  was  that  provided  j  was  there  any  Removal  of  a  dead  Body  for 
that  Purpose  ? 

I  believe  there  was  a  Removal  of  a  dead  Body,  and  they  were  obliged  to 
take  that  Bed. 

Was  there  more  than  One  Bed  found  for  them  that  Night  ? 
I  believe  there  was  not. 

Did  that  go  on  till  you  got  some  more  Beds  ? 
Yes,  it  went  on  till  we  got  Room  for  them. 

Did  some  of  that  Family  catch  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes. 

How  soon  ? 

Very  soon  aft;er  they  came  into  the  House. 

Some  of  the  Children  and  the  Mother  ? 
Yes. 

Some  of  them  died  ? 
Yes. 

Had  you  great  Difficulty  in  obtaining  Nurses  ? 
We  had  at  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was  so  very  bad. 

Did  you  try  to  get  Nurses  out  of  the  House,  or  con^e  your  AppUca- 
tions  to  the  House  ? 

We  tried  out  of  the  House. 

Did  you  get  any  ? 

Yes,  I  got  one  for  washing ;  no  Nurse  at  all. 

Did  the  Nurses  fall  sick  of  this  Diarrhoea  too  ? 

The  Woman  I  employed  was  Bray  j  I  begged  her  to  get  some  .more,  but  she 
could  not. 

How  long  did  she  stay  ? 

She  was  there  several  Hours.  Three  or  Four  Hours  after  she  came  to  the 
House  to  go  to  washing  she  was  taken  ill  j  I  saw  my  Wife  have  her  in  and 
give  her  some  Brandy. 

Did  Sickness  come  on  ? 

Yes }  she  got  sick  and  ill  directly. 
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James  Cover.  After  those  Circumstances  occurred  did  they  still  bring  in  more  Paupers  ? 
—  Yes ;  they  continued  sending  them  in  every  Week. 

Do  you  know  whether  any  of  those  died  ? 

Yes,  there  were  several  fresh  ones  that  came  in  that  died ;  Children. 

Can  you  state  the  Names  of  any  of  them  ? 

No,  1  do  not  know  that  I  can  without  examining  the  Names  in  the  Death 
Book }  if  I  had  a  little  Time  allowed  me  for  doing  it. 

Did  Mr.  Poole  ever  give  you  Directions  which  you  did  not  comply  with? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  he  ever  did. 

Did  he  complain  to  the  Visiting  Committee  that  you  had  not  complied  with 
his  Directions  ? 
I  never  heard  that  he  did. 

You  sent  in  your  Resignation,  you  say  ? 
I  did. 

Was  it  in  Writing  ? 
Yes. 

When  was  it  you  sent  it  in  ? 

I  am  not  aware  of  the  Day  of  the  Monfli. 

Can  you  tell  in  what  Month  it  was ;  how  long  before  you  left  the  Situation  ? 
I  should  say  Five  or  Six  Weeks  before  I  left  it. 

Was  it  on  account  of  the  Salary  you  resigned  ? 

Yes ;  I  was  determined  not  to  bide  in  the  House  unless  I  got  an  Advance 
of  Salary. 

Was  that  the  Reason  you  resigned  ? 

Mr.  Somers  brought  something  against  me  respecting  the  Accounts. 

When  was  that  ? 

About  a  Month  or  Five  Weeks  before  I  resigned. 

That  was  Six  Weeks  before  you  were  out  of  the  Situation  ? 
Yes  J  I  should  think  it  was. 

What  was  it  that  he  brought  against  you  ? 
My  being  incompetent  for  Account-keeping. 

Ultimately  you  were  discharged,  were  you  not  ? 

As  soon  as  the  other  Governor  was  reaidy  to  fill  the  Situation  I  was  ready  to 
leave  it. 

Did  you  resign,  or  were  you  discharged  ? 
I  resigned ;  I  sent  in  my  Resignation. 

You  were  not  discharged  for  Intoxication,  nor,  as  far  as  you  know,  for  any 
other  Matter  ? 
No. 

When  was  this  Charge  brought  against  you  by  Mr.  Somers  ? 
I  think  some  Time  in  December. 

You  do  not  recollect  the  Day  ? 
I  do  not. 

What  was  the  Nature  of  your  Incompetency  ? 

Respecting  the  keeping  of  the  Accounts.  I  paid  for  my  Son's  Maintenance 
in  the  House,  and  paid  him  for  writing  in  the  Books  for  me,  and  Mr.  SomeR 
objected  to  it 

Could  not  you  take  charge  of  those  Accounts  yourself? 
Not  exactly.     I  am  not  very  much  of  a  Scholar. 

Are  you  not  a  good  Arithmetician,  or  a  good  Writer? 
Not  a  good  Writer. 

Was  the  Letter  you  wrote  to  the  Board  written  by  yourself? 

No :  by  my  Son. 
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Who  fifled  up  the  Book  ?  j^^,  a^^^^ 

My  Son  Part  of  the  Time,  and  a  Person  of  the  Name  of  Trood  Part  of  the      

Time. 

Were  the  Board  aware  of  that  when  you  were  first  elected? 
I  am  not  certain  of  that 

Were  the  Visiting  Committee  aware  of  it  ? 
They  were  aware  of  it. 

How  soon  did  they  become  aware  of  it  after  you  were  elected  ? 
Directly. 

Were  you  examined  at  Bridgwater  by  Mr.  Weale,  the  Assistant  Poor  Law 
Commissioner,  in  August  1837  ? 
Yes,  I  was. 

You  have  stated  that  the  House  was  in  a  very  sickly  State.  You  know  the 
Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

Yes. 

Did  any  Member  of  the  Board  come  to  see  the  House  except  those  who 
were  Members  of  the  Committee  ? 

No ;  in  fact  they  did  not  visit  the  House  for  some  Time. 

Do  you  mean  that  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ceased  to  visit 
the  House  ? 
Yes. 

For  how  long  ? 
For  some  Time. 

There  was  a  Room  attached  to  the  Workhouse  where  they  used  to  meet 
once  a  Week  ? 

Yes  J  but  they  did  not  attend  there  likewise.  I  was  obliged  to  go  to 
Mr.  Baker  when  I  had  any  thing  to  say. 

Can  you  state  the  Month  in  which  that  was  ? 
No,  I  cannot  exactly. 

Was  it  before  you  went  away  ill  or  afterwards  ? 

It  was  before  Mr.  Baker  was  ill  himself  from  coming  down. 

Were  you  ever  during  this  Sickness  sent  for  by  the  Board  of  Guardians 
and  questioned  by  them  ? 

I  was  called  before  the  Board,  I  think,  on  the  4th  of  August,  and  examined 
respecting  it. 

This  Time,  when  you  state  the  Diarrhoea  raged  so  much  in  the  House,  was 
considerably  after  that  ? 
Yes ;  I  do  not  remember  that  I  was  called  and  asked  as  to  that. 

While  this  Sickness  was  going  on  you  were  not  sent  for  by  the  Board  and 
examined  respecting  it  ? 

Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Axford  and  Mr.  Coulthurst  were  continually  speaking 
to  me  about  it. 

Did  Mr.  Weale  ever  venture  into  the  Workouse  ? 

I  do  not  think  he  did  during  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  prevailed. 

Do  you  recollect  his  passing  through  Bridgwater? 
Yes  }  I  have  known  of  his  passing  through  Bridgwater. 

Do  you  remember  his  sending  to  the  Workhouse  from  some  Inn  at 
Bridgwater  ? 

He  generally  stopped  at  the  Hotel. 

Do  you  remember  his  sending  to  you  from  the  Inn  ? 

No;  he  has  been  there,  but  not  during  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was 
so  bad. 

Have  you  any  Means  of  knowing  whether  he  was  informed  of  the  Diarrhoea 
prevailing  there  ? 

I  have  not. 
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James  Gover.  How  often  did  he  use  to  come  there  before  ? 

-— ^— —  Soiftetiraes  odce  in  Five  or  Six  Weeks,  sometimes  oftenen 

How  long  was  his  Absence  during  the  Prevalence  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  seeing  him  there  for  several  Months;  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was  there  during  the  Time  I  was  away. 

Except  for  the  Three  Weeks  you  were  absent  was  he  ever  there  while  the 
Diarrhoea  prevailed  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  it 

You  would  recollect  a  Person  of  his  Consequence  coming  to  the 
House  ? 

Yes  J  I  have  brought  Persons  before  him  when  he  was  there  j  Persons  that 
were  disorderly,  and  so  on. 

Can  you  take  upon  vourself  to  say,  that  during  the  whole  Time  the  House 
was  in  this  Condition  he  never  came  near  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  think  he  came  once. 

Do  you  think  you  should  have  recollected  it  if  he  had  ? 
I  think  I  should,  unless  he  came  in  my  Absence,  and  my  Mistress  might 
not  state  it  to  me. 

Was  he  in  the  habit  of  Coming  there  often  at  other  Times  ? 
Yes,  he  did  at  the  Beginning,  every  Five  or  Six  Weeks  perhaps. 

You  say  you  brought  before  him  People  who  were  disorderly ;  on  what 
Occasion  was  that  ? 
People  that  objected  to  work,  and  such  Cases. 

On  what  Occasion  was  that ;  at  what  Period  ? 

Very  soon  after  I  was  in  the  House  I  brought  a  Case  before  him ;  I  brought 
a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Cole,  who  afterwards  died  of  Diarrhoea. 

There  were  Guardians  there,  perhaps  ? 
No }  not  at  that  Time. 

For  what  Purpose  did  you  bring  him  ? 

I  wished  him  to  reprimand  him,  because  he  would  not  work. 

Was  that  the  First  Time  of  his  coming  ? 
No,  the  Second. 

He  was  in  the  habit  of  coming  frequently  ? 

He  was  there  Twice  or  Three  Times  before  the  Diarrhoea  commenced  so 
very  bad. 

Afterwards,  you  say,  he  abstained  from  coming  in  consequeilce  ef  the 
Diarrhoea? 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  Diarrhoea,  but  he  did 
not  come  there. 

Has  he  ever  renewed  his  Visits  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did  during  the  Time  I  was  there. 

Up  to  January  last  ? 
Yes ;  or  not  above  once. 

When  was  that? 

I  do  not  recollect  the  Time  exactly. 

You  are  sure  he  came  once  ? 

Yes ;  I  believe  he  came  there  once. 

You  do  not  recollect  when  ? 

No. 

It  might  have  been  while  the  Diarrhoea  was  prevailing  ? 

No,  it  was  after  the  Diarrhoea  was  past ;  the  Diarrhoea  had  been  gone  froim 
the  House  for  some  Time,  or  at  least  there  were  only  trifling  Cases  j  those 
Persons  who  suffered  by  it  never  wholly  recovered  from  it. 
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Wits  it  the  new  House  or  the  old  House  he  came  to  ?                                         Janiei  Gover. 
The  old  House.  

Do  the    Visiting    Committee   meet  on   the  same  Day  as  the  Board  of 
Guardians? 

The  same  Mornings. 

They  report  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  the  same  Day  ? 
Yes,  tliey  do. 

Have  you  ever  known  the  Board  of  Guardians  interfere  with  the  Visiting 
Committee  ? 

I  had  not  an  Opportunity  of  knowing  that. 

None  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  visited  the  House  except  the  Committee  ? 
There  may  be  One  come  now  and  then ;  they  did  at  first,  but  they  did  not 
afterwards. 

Neither  the  Guardians  nor  the  Visiting  Committee  came  after  the  Diarrhoea 
got  bad  ? 
No. 

When  Mr.  Weale  was  in  the  habit  of  attending  did  he  inquire  into  the  State 
of  the  House  ? 
He  would  ask  how  we  got  on,  and  Things  of  that  Kind« 

All  those  Visits  ceased  after  the  Diarrhoea  became  bad  ? 

Yes. 

Who  were  the  Visiting  Committee  that  chiefly  attended  ? 
Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Axford,  Mr.  Coulthurst,  and  Mr.  Ruddock ;  those  were  the 
Four  that  chiefly  attended. 

You  were  examined  before  Mr.  Weale,  on  the  17th  of  August  1837  ? 
I  was. 

Do  yon  recollect  stating  that  you  were  attacked  with  Diarrhoea  Five  several 
Times,  during  the  Months  of  February  and  March,  although  you  did  not 
confine  yourself  to  the  Gruel  Diet  ? 

I  did. 

Did  you  add  any  thinff  to  that? 
I  do  not  know  that  I  did. 

Did  you  state  to  Mr.  Weale  that  you  believed  that  you  bad  caught  the 
Diarrhoea  from  some  of  the  Patients  in  the  House  ? 
I  believe  I  did. 

You  signed  that  Examination  ? 

Mr.  Weale,  after  he  had  taken  my  Examination,  asked  me  a  Question  or 
Two. 

Did  you  tell  him,  upon  the  Subject  of  your  having  the  Diarrhoea  Five  ^veral 
Times,  how  you  came,  in  your  Opinion,  to  catch  the  Diarrhoea? 
From  the  reople  in  the  House  of  course. 

Did  you  tell  him  that  ? 

I  may  have  done  ;  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Would  you  not  naturally  have  told  Mm  if  you  lutd  been  satisfied  that  you 
caught  it  from  Persons  in  the  House  ? 

I  may  have  told  him  ;  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  I  have  stated  to  several  others 
that  it  was  my  Opinion  from  the  first  Commencement,  after  the  Children  had 
got  into  mch  a  State,  that  it  v^as  from  the  Oruel. 

In  your  AflSdavit  you  only  state  that  you  did  not  <5onfine  yourself  to  the 
Gruel  Diet,  you  do  not  state  that  you  caught  it  from  the  Inmates  in  the 
House  ? 

Perhaps  I  was  not  asked.  I  was  asked  more  Questions  before  the  Board 
of  Guardians  on  the  4th  of  August  j  I  was  then  examined  a  great  deal. 
Mr.  Weale  was  present. 
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James  Cover.  Did  you  State  then  that  you  believed  you  caught  it  in  the  Way  you  have 

—— '  ii— »       mentioned  ? 

I  believe  I  did. 

Do  you  know  whether  you  stated  that  or  not  ? 

I  have  stated  that  it  was  from  Farthing.  I  have  seen  the  Doctor  comedown 
and  be  obliged  to  lie  across  the  Table  for  Five  or  Ten  Minutes  before  hecoi^ 
get  away ;  it  produced  a  Sort  of  Cramp  in  the  Stomach ;  and  I  have  been  in  the 
same  State  myself. 

You  was  examined  before  the  Board  of  Guardians  in  August  j  was  that  August 
1836  or  1837? 
At  the  Time  there  was  an  Inquiry  respecting  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet 

That  was  after  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes. 

Not  the  August  when  it  first  began  ? 
No. 

When  you  were  examined  before  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  the  4th  of 
August,  on  what  Subject  were  you  examined  ? 

Respecting  some  Tea  and  Sugar,  and  such  Things. 

You  were  not  examined  about  the  Diarrhoea,  were  you  ? 
I  think  there  was  something  of  that  Kind  mentioned. 

Was  not  the  Examination  you  then  underwent  about  sending  the  Tea  and 
Sugar  to  Petherton  Workhouse  ? 
YeS,  it  was. 

Did  you  tell  them  you  considered  the  House  infectious  ? 
I  do  not  remember. 

You  said  that  you  had  more  Questions  put  to  you  on  the  4th  of  August 
when  you  were  examined  before  the  Board ;  that  was  respectiqg  sending  the 
Tea  and  Sugar  to  Petherton  Workhouse,  was  not  it  ? 

Part  of  it. 

Can  you  say  that  you  stated  at  that  Time  that  you  had  caught  the  Complaint 
from  People  in  the  House  ? 
I  think  I  must  have  stated  that. 

You  do  not  remember  having  stated  it  ? 

No.  • 

That  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Tea  and  Sugar  ? 
No. 

Did  you  state  to  Mr.  Weale  that  you  were  ill  of  Diarrhoea  Five  several  Times 
during  the  Months  of  February  and  March  ? 
Yes. 

How  often  had  you  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  whole  ? 
I  should  think  Six  or  Seven  difierent  Times. 

And  Five  Times  during  those  Two  Months  ? 

Yes ;  the  first  Time  I  caught  it  I  was  not  ill  any  Time  at  all,  the  Second 
Time  it  remained  a  little  longer,  but  not  very  long. 

When  was  the  first  Time  ? 

The  first  Time  was  the  moving  of  Farthing. 

You  say  in  your  Affidavit  before  Mr.  Weale  that  whenever  you  required  the 
Assistance  of  any  Servants  or  Nurses  you  have  always  hired  them,  and  no 
Objection  was  ever  raised  to  the  Payment  of  them  for  their  Services  ? 

I  never  knew  the  Gentlemen  object  to  any  Payment. 

Did  you  state  to  Mr.  Weale  that  you  found  great  Difficulty  in  getting  Nurses 
on  account  of  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 


Were 


Digitized  by 


Google 


i 


THE  OPERATION.  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.       1015 

Were  you  asked  that  Question  ?                                                                            james  Goter. 
I  cannot  say  that  I  was.  -— 

There  was  great  DiflScultv  ? 
Yes,  there  was  often  Dijfficulty. 

Mr.  Weale  asked  you  Questions,  and  took  down  the  Answers  you  gave  to 
those  Questions,  as  you  suppose  ? 
Yes. 

If  he  did  not  ask  Questions  you  did  not  go  on  to  state  other  Facts  ? 
No,  I  did  not ;  for  he  did  not  ask  me  Questions  relating  to  those  Subjects. 

He  asked  you  Questions  about  supplying  Tea  and  Sugar  to  North  Petherton 
Workhouse  in  October? 

Yes. 

When  were  you  am>lied  to  for  that  Tea  and  Sugar  ? 

At  the  Time  the  Tea  and  Sugar  was  applied  for  I  was  not  in  the  habit  of 
seeing  the  Visiting  Book  at  North  Petherton ;  it  was  entered  in  the  Visiting 
Book  J  it  was  brought  to  the  Board,  and  taken  back  again,  so  that  I  knew 
nothing  of  the  Tea  and  Sugar  being  ordered,  or  I  should  have  sent  it  directly. 
I  was  obliged  to  be  very  particular  about  Tea  and  Sugar,  and  every  other 
Thing,  or  I  should  have  been  brought  up  before  the  Board  every  Day. 

When  did  you  see  the  Medical  Book  ordering  it  ? 
Not  for  a  Week,  or  a  Fortnight 

During  that  Time  was  there  any  Communication  asking  for  Tea  and 
Sugar? 

No ;  not  that  I  recollect.  I  was  at  Petherton  House,  and  saw  Two  or 
Three  old  People  lying,  and  I  told  Mrs.  Ellis  she  must  apply  to  the  Medical 
Officer,  and  she  would  have  the  Things.  She  was  very  close,  and  did  not 
say  that  she  wanted  any  thing.  I  said,  that  if  she  did  she  should  have  it, 
but  I  do  not  believe  she  did  apply  for  them. 

You  did  not  see  the  Order  in  the  Medical  Officer's  Book  at  the  Time  ? 

I  did  not  see  it  till  Mr.  Meade  King,  the  Chairman,  showed  it  to  me ;  he 
called  me  in,  and  told  me  of  it  in  the  Board  Room,  and  I  sent  the  Things 
the  very  same  Day. 

To  whom  do  you  attribute  the  Neglect  on  that  Occasion  in  not  letting  you 
know  it  ? 

I  think  it  was  Mrs.  Ellis's  Place  to  tell  me  there  was  this  Order  in  the 
Book,  for  the  Book  was  kept  at  her  House.  I  never  knew  of  its  being  entered 
in  the  Book  j  as  soon  as  I  knew  it  I  sent  the  Things  directly. 

You  say  in  your  Affidavit  that  the  Guardians  always  desired  you  to  furnish 
what  the  Medical  Officer  should  direct  ? 
Any  thing  that  the  Medical  Officer  directed,  of  course. 

And  you  did  so  ? 
I  did  so. 

Was  there  any  Complaint  made  of  your  Conduct  in  giving  them  too  much, 
or  being  too  ready  to  give  them  ? 

I  do  riot  think  there  was  j  I  gave  them  their  Allowances,  what  was  due  to 
them,  and  every  one  saw  the  Weight  of  what  they  had  got.  I  weighed  them 
before  them  in  the  Hall,  and  instructed  any  one  of  them  to  come  if  they 
thought  there  was  not  Weight,  and  let  me  see. 

Have  you  lately  heard  your  Examination  read  ? 
I  have  not. 

The  Affidavit  states,  that  "  James  Gover,  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  of 
the  Bridgwater  Union,  deposes  that  he  knows  Robert  Kidner,  who  was 
formerly  a  Pauper  in  the  Workhouse,  and  that  on  the  15th  of  January  last 
he  ran  away  therefrom,  leaving  a  Wife  and  Four  Children,  who  are  now 
in  the  Workhouse  ?"  Was  any  Question  put,  except  just  to  lead  to  that 
Answer  ? 

No,  none  at  all. 
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James  Gwer.  "  Deponent  farther  states,  that  he  has  hefiurd,  and  likewise  beli^vet,  tiiat 

■         the  same  Robert  Kidner  was  in  March  last  committed  by  the  Justices  for 

neglecting  to  support  his  Family,  and  that  no   other  able-bodied  Pauper 

who  was  in  the  House  was  ever  committed  for  deserting  his  Family.''  Was 

any  thing  asked  except  to  lead  to  that  Answer  ? 

Nothing  at  all. 

"Deponent  further  states,  that  whenever  he  has  required  the  Assistafice 
of  any  Servants  or  Nurses  he  has  alw^s  hired  them,  and  no  OWection 
was  ever  raised  to  the  Payment  of  them  for  their  Services/'  What  do  you 
say  to  that? 

That  is  perfectly  right ;  if  we  could  g«t  them  they  were  paid  for. 

You  could  not  sometimes  get  them  ? 

No,  they  did  not  like  to  come  to  the  House. 

Did  you  state  that? 

I  did  not,  because  I  was  not  asked ;  but  they  had  a  particulajr  Objectioa  to 
come  to  the  House. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Rachael  Phillips. 


R ACHAEL  PHILLIPS  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  foHows : 

WHERE  do  you  live  ? 
At  Bridgwater  ? 

You  are  in  the  habit  of  nursing  People  in  Sickness,  are  you  not  ? 
Yes,  I  am. 

Were  you  «o  employed  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 
I  was  requested  to  go  there,  and  refijised. 

When  was  that  ? 

When  the  Union  took  place  first 

Why  did  you  refuse  ? 

I  thought  I  had  more  Opportunities  for  doing  mysc4f  good  by  going 
out  in  the  same  Way  as  I  did  in  Time  past.  I  always  endeavour^  to 
keep  my  little  Family  as  well  as  I  could  with  what  little  Support  J  had 
from  the  Parish. 

Were  you  ever  afterwards  applied  to  to  come  in  and  nurse  the  People 
while  they  were  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

No  ;  I  washed  for  them  at  different  Timies. 

When  did  you  wash  for  them  ? 

At  the  Time  the  new  Poor  Law  had  taken  place  first. 

Did  you  wash  at  the  Time  Illness  was  going  on  in  the  House  ? 
No ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  did. 

How  long  did  you  continue  washing  there  ? 

Three  or  Four  Times ;  I  cannot  say  particularly  as  to  how  long. 

You  used  to  go  up  there  and  wash  for  a  Dny? 
Yes. 

You  went  Three  or  Four  Days  ? 
Three  or  Four  Times. 

You  were  there  only  in  the  Day  ? 
Yes. 

Was  it  the  Summer,  or  the  Winter  ? 

I  cannot  recollect ;  it  was  just  as  the  new  Poor  Law  had  taken  place. 


Was  Gover  the  Master  there  then  ? 
Yes. 
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Was  it  before  you  heard  that  the  People  were  dying  there  ?  Rachad  Phillips. 

I  cannot  say ;  I  never  heard  of  that  ' 

You  never  heard  that  the  People  were  dying  there  ? 
I  heard  of  such  Instances,  but  not  much  about  it. 

You  never  heard  that  it  was  a  Place  that  People  were  put  into  to  die,  and 
be  murdered,  and  so  on  ? 
No. 

You  never  heard  that  People  were  dying  off  in  great  Numbers  in  the 
Workhouse  ? 
No. 

Were  you  ever  driven  away  from  the  House  by  any  bad  Smell  in  the  House  ? 
No. 

You  always  stayed  and  did  all  you  were  required  to  do  ? 
Yes,  I  stayed  and  did  my  Day's  Work. 

Were  you  ever  sent  for  when  you  refused  to  go  ? 
I  was  sent  for  as  Nurse,  and  refused  to  go. 

When  was  that  ? 

Just  when  the  new  Poor  Law  came  in. 

Were  you  sent  for  afterwards  to  nurse  sick  People  ? 
No. 

Were  you  ever  living  in  the  House  ? 

I  was  living  in  the  House  under  the  old  Pow  Law ;  when  Mr.  Underdown 
was  in  the  House. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Baker  ? 
Yes }  he  is  a  Currier. 

Did  you  come  from  Petherton  ? 
I  did. 

You  were  never  sent  for  to  take  care  ef  People  in  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
No ;  I  never  was  sent  for  then. 

Did  you  know  Gover  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  ever  send  for  you  to  come  up  ? 

He  came  to  fetch  me  up,  but  I  would  not  go% 

What  did  he  want  you  to  come  for? 
To  wash. 

Why  did  you  refuse  to  go? 
Because  1  had  plenty  of  Work.  out. 

Was  it  in  consequence  of  the  Fear  of  any  Infection  in  the  House  ? 
Oh  no. 

Do  you  remember  at  what  Time  it  was;  whether  it  was  in  the  Winter-time  ? 
I  cannot  say.     It  was  just  after  the  Union  took  place,  I  know. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

ELIZABETH  BRAY  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  Elizabeth  Bray. 

WHERE  do  you  live  ? 
At  Bridgwater. 

Were  you  ever  applied  to  to  go  and  work  in  the  Workhoute  ? 
Yes ;  I  was  applied  to  to  go  and  wash  there. 

When  was  that  ? 

When  tliere  was  such  a  dreadful  Disease  in  the  House» 

(151.28.)  6  N  Did 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1018    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  : 

Elizabeth  Bray.  Did  yOU  gO  ? 

: Yes ;  Mr.  Gover  applied  for  other  People  and  they  would  not  go,  they  were 

afraid  of  the  Disease,  and  he  sent  for  me,  and  to  oblige  Mrs.  Gover  and 
Mr.  Gover  I  went,  and  during  the  Time  I  was  there  I  was  taken  very  ill 
myself;  the  Smell  of  the  Linen  I  was  washing  made  me  quite  ill. 

How  soon  after  you  began  washing  were  you  taken  ill  ? 
About  Two  Days. 

Did  you  continue  to  do  it  ? 

I  continued  ill,  but  I  did  not  give  up  my  Work  ;  I  did  it  as  well  as  I  could ; 
because  there  was  such  a  dreadful  Sickness  in  the  House,  I  did  not  like  to  leave 
the  People. 

What  was  the  Nature  of  your  Complaint  ? 
A  Bowel  Complaint. 

You  had  that  actually  yourself? 
Yes. 

Were  you  quite  well  when  you  went  into  the  House  ? 
Quite  wpU ;  I  never  was  better  in  my  Life. 

It  came  upon  you  soon  afterwards  ? 
Yes  ;  from  the  Smell  of  the  Linen. 

How  long  did  you  remain  there  ? 

I  was  there  I  think  about  Twenty-five  Days. 

Did  you  go  home  to  sleep  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  eat  any  of  this  Gruel  they  talk  of? 
No  ;  I  had  so  much  a  Day  and  found  myself. 

You  had  Tea,  and  all  those  Things  ? 
Yes. 

After  you  left  off  your  Work  at  the  Workhouse  did  you  recover  ? 
No,  I  did  not ;  I  was  very  ill ;  I  did  go  to  Bed  as  soon  as  I  got  home,  but  1 
did  not  have  any  Sleep  owing  to  the  Pain  I  was  in. 

After  you  had  worked  there  Twenty-five  Days  and  went  away  did  you 
become  healthy  again  ? 

Not  directly,  not  for  Days  afterwards. 

In  the  course  of  a  Fortnight  perhaps? 
Yes,  thereabouts. 

When  was  it  you  did  this  Work  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  do  not  know  j  it  was  a  good  while  ago. 

Was  it  the  Summer  or  the  Winter  ? 
I  think  it  was  the  Summer. 

At  what  Time  in  the  Morning  did  you  go  ? 

At  Six. 

Was  it  light  or  dark  ? 
It  was  light. 

Was  the  Sun  up  ? 

No,  the  Sun  was  not  up. 

Just  Break  of  Day  ? 

Yes  J  it  was  Daylight,  and  that  is  all  you  can  say 

At  what  Time  in  the  Evening  did  you  return  ? 
About  Eight. 

Then  it  was  dark  ? 
Yes. 

It  was  about  October,  perhaps,  then  ? 
As  near  as  may  be,  I  should  think. 
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When  you  got  away  from  the  Workhouse  you  got  well  ?                                      Eiizaheik  Bray. 
Yes  ;  in  a  Fortnight  afterwards.  

You  were  quite  well  when  y^ou  went  ? 
Yes. 

In  Two  or  Three  Days  you  became  ill  ? 
Yes  ;  I  could  not  bear  my  ownself. 

Did  you  wash  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  a  bad  Smell  in  the  House  ? 

A  dreadful  Smell  through*  tlie  whole  House. 

Had  you  any  Communication  with  the  People  in  the  House  ? 

I  used  to  go  to  and  fro  to  them  ;  those  that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gover  sent  me  to. 

Were  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gover  ill  ? 

Mr.  Gover  was  dreadful  ill  j  they  did  not  expect  him  to  live ;  he  was 
obliged  to  go  away. 

Did  the  Paupers  in  the  House  complain  of  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
Yes ;  they  said  there  was  such  a  dreadful  Smell  in  the  House  they  did  not 
think  tbey  should  ever  recover  j  and  there  were  a  great  many  died. 

You  say  other  People  refused  to  go  there  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  how  many  ? 

No.  I  heard  Mr.  Gover  say  he  had  been  to  others  to  apply  to  them  to 
come ;  but  they  would  not  come,  for  they  were  afraid  of  the  Disease  in  the 
House. 

Did  you  ever  go  again  ? 

Yes ;  I  worked  there  again  the  last  Winter,  when  they  were  moving  out 
the  House. 

Gover  told  you  that  he  had  applied  to  others  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  heard  Mr.  £aker  say  he  had  applied  to  People. 

When  did  you  hear  that  ? 

I  heard  Mr.  Baker  say  so  at  the  Time. 

When  did  Gover  tell  you  so  ? 
At  the  Time  he  came  to  me. 

Was  it  to  induce  you  to  go  that  Gover  told  you  that  ? 
I  said  I  would  go  to  oblige  Mrs.  Gover. 

Was  there  any  other  Person  washing  that  was  not  resident  in  the  House  ? 

No. 

Was  there  any  Nurse  ther^  ? 

No ;  no  more  than  the  Paupers  in  the  House. 

Do  you  know  the  Person  who  has  just  been  in  ;  Mrs.  Phillips  ? 
Yes ;  but  she  did  not  wash  at  that  Time. 

Are  you  a  married  Woman  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  any  Family  ? 
No. 

Do.  any  other  Persons  live  with  you  ? 

Yes ;  but  I  was  living  in  a  House  by  myself  at  that  Time. 

None  of  your  Neighbours  caught  the  Complaint  ? 
No. 

Do  you  know  any  Woman  that  refused  to  go  ? 
I  heard  them  say  that  Mrs.  Phillips  refused  to  go. 
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EUzaUth  Bray.        Did  she  refuse  Mn  Gover  ? 

■  I  cannot  say  whether  she  refused  him.     I  heard  tliat  she  had  refused ;  but 

I  know  nothing  of  it. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
Amy  Ellis.  AMY  ELLIS  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows : 


YOU  were  Matron  of  the  Workhouse  at  North  Petherton,  were  you  not? 
Yes. 

Do  you  live  at  North  Petherton  now  ? 
Yes. 

When  the  Union  was  formed  there  waa  a  new  Diet  Table  provided  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  vtsed  at  first  ? 
Yes. 

Was  not  Milk  used  for  some  Time  instead  of  Gruel  ? 
I  believe  a  Quarter  of  a  Year. 

You  were  Mistress  of  the  Workhouse  before  the  new  Law  ? 
For  Five  Years  before. 

Before  that  Time  was  there  any  Gruel  used  in  the  House  ? 
No. 

When  was  it  the  Gruel  was  begun  to  be  used  in  the  House  ? 

When  the  Union  was  first  formed ;  Milk  was  used  for  the  first  Quarter. 

You  began  with  Gruel^and  then  you  went  to  Milk  ? 
Yes. 

How  came  you  to  go  to  that  ? 

It  took  place  in  Bridgwater.  I  cannot  exactly  say  what  passed  there.  When 
the  Diet  was  altered  at  Bridgwater,  which  was  the  bead  House,  I  had  Orders 
to  do  the  same. 

Had  you  any  Sickness  in  the  House  ? 
No ;  nothing  worth  speaking  of. 

You  heard  something  about  Sickness  in  the  other  House  ? 
Oh  dear  yes ;  but  there  was  none  in  our  House  but  what  was  incident  to 
the  Children. 

Had  you  ever  any  Difficulty  in  getting  Washerwomen  ? 

No. 

Do  you  remember  a  Woman  of  the  Name  erf  Jane  Morley  in  the  House  ? 
Yes  ;  she  was  there  all  the  Time  I  was  in  the  House  before  the  Union  was 
formed. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Medical  Officer  ordering  her  Tea  and  Sugar  ? 
On  one  Occasion. 

Did  she  get  it  ? 

No  J  not  from  the  Board* 

Did  she  get  it  at  all  ? 
I  provided  her  with  it. 

How  came  you  to  provide  it  ? 

Because  1  knew  her  a  long  Tim^    and  I  did  not  like  she  should  go 
without 

Did  the  Board  refuse  it  ? 

No }  I  believe  the  Board  knew  nothing  of  it 

They  did  order  her  some  afterwards  ? 

Yes  i  she  had  it  for  a  long  Time  afterwards^ 
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That  was  on  the  Recommendation  of  the  Medical  Officer  ^                                  Amy  euu. 
Yes.  

Did  she  have  it  immediately  after  the  Order  of  the  Medical  Officer? 
No;  there  was  One  Week  elapsed  that   she  did    not  have  it  after    the 
Order. 

In  the  meantime  you  supi^ied  her  out  of  your  own  Stock  ? 
Yes. 

It  was  returned  to  you  out  of  the  Store  afterwards  probably  ? 
No ;  I  did  not  request  it. 

How  came  it  not  to  be  supplied  during  that  Week  ? 
I  cannot  tell. 

Whose  Neglect  do  you  think  it  was  ? 

To  speak  the  Trutii,   I  think  it  was  the  Neglect  of  the  Master  of  the 
Workhouse. 

The  Medical  Officer  wrote  it  in  iJie  Book  ? 
Yes ;  in  the  Medical  Officer's  Book. 

The  Medical  Officer's  Book  remained  in  your  Hands  ? 
I  never  had  that  Book. 

The  Medical  Officer's  Book  was  taken  in  to  the  Board  ? 
Yes, 

Was  the  Order  given  to  the  Governor  that  he  was  to  send  it  ? 
From  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Board  I  suppose  it  was. 

If  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Board  did  tell  him  of  it  it  was  his  Fault  ? 
Yes  ;  all  I  can  say  is  it  did  not  come. 

Do  you  remember  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Harriet  Bindon  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  her  being  ordered  Tea  and  Sugar  and  Butter  ? 
Yes* 

Did  she  get  it  ? 

No ;  not  till  the  Week  elapsed. 

Did  you  give  it  her  ? 

No ;  Mr.  Tilsley  gave  it  her. 

How  came  she  not  to  get  it? 
I  do  not  know. 

After  Two  or  Three  Days  Mr.  Tilsley  gave  her  some    out  of  his  own 
Stores  ? 
He  did. 

How  long  was  it  before  the  Order  was  obeyed  and  it  was  sent  from  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 
One  Week. 

Do  you  know  why  it  was  not  sent  sooner  ? 
No ;  I  do  not 

Do  you  know  what  Time  of  the  Week  it  was  that  the  Medical  Officer  ordered 
those  Things  ? 

On  the  Day  before  the  Board  Day  the  Books  were  sent. 

That  was  the  Day  he  generally  visited,  was  it  ? 
He  visited  every  Day. 

He  made  the  Entry  the  Day  before  the  Board  Day  ? 
Yes  ;  I  believe  so. 

What  is  done  with  that  Book  when  the  Entry  is  made  ? 
It  is  sent  into  the  Board  the  next  Day. 
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Amu  Ellis.  You  mean  the  Board  of  Guardians? 

Yes. 

Though  it  was  sent  in  the  next  Day  the  Tea  and  Sugar  did  not  come  till  the 
next  Week  ? 
No. 

There  were  some  Children  sent  to  the  Petherton  Workhouse  from  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 
There  were. 

At  what  Time  was  that? 

At  the  Time  there  was  so  much  Sickness  in  the  House. 

Were  they  very  ill  when  they  came  ? 

They  were  reduced  to  nothing,  as  you  might  say. 

How  long  might  they  have  been  before  they  recovered  ? 

They  recovered  in  the  Summer,  but  they  died  afterwards,  some  of  them. 

How  were  they  dieted  when  they  came  to  you :    did  they  eat  Gruel,  or 
Milk? 
We  were  using  Milk  at  the  Time  for  the  Children. 

After  they  came  was  there  any  Increase  of  Sickness  in  the  House  ? 
No,  none  at  all. 

Had  you  any  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  ? 
No.  ^ 

It  was  confined  to  those  Children  ? 
Yes. 

Were  there  other  Children  in  the  House? 
Yes,  principally  Children  in  our  House. 

Were  those  Children  in  a  separate  Ward  from  the  other  Children  ? 
I  used  to  keep  them  as  much  I  could  to  themselves,  but  I  could  not  effectually 
separate  them. 

Did  any  Children  in  the  Workhouse  with  them  catch  the  Complaint  ? 
No,  not  One. 

They  had  the  Measles  ? 
Yes. 

Had  they  Diarrhoea  upon  them  besides  the  Measles  ? 
No  ;  they  did  very  well  with  the  Measles  j  I  had  Twenty-two  in  the  House 
had  it. 

Those  who  came  from  Bridgwater  Workhouse  you  say  died  ? 
Yes  ;  I  do  not  recollect  that  they  had  the  Measles. 

Do  you  recollect  their  Names  ? 
James  Symes  was  one  of  them. 

He  died  of  Measles  ? 
Yes. 

Had  he  any  Diarrhoea  upon  him  ? 
No. 

Had  he  the  White  Mouth  ? 

No,  not  that  I  know  of;  he  was  a  delicate  Baby. 

He  was  one  that  came  from  Bridgwater  ? 

Yes ;  when  the  Union  was  first  formed  he  and  his  Mother  came. 

Are  you  sure  that  none  of  those  had  the  Measles  when  they  were  with  you 
at  Petherton  ? 

I  am  quite  sure  of  that. 

Do  you  recollect  how  long  James  Symes  was  with  you  before  he  died? 
I  cannot  say. 
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He   came  to  you  after  the  Diarrhoea  was  in  the  Bridgwater  ^ouse,  did        Amy  Eiiu. 
not  he  ?  

No,  he  was  one  of  the  first  Children  that  came  ;  there  was  a  young  Woman 
with  Two  Children. 

The  others  that  died  of  Measles  came  from  Bridgwater,  did  not  they? 
I  do  not  think  they  did. 

Did  Elizabeth  Brown,  Two  Years  and  a  Half  old,  die  of  the  Measles  ? 
I  think  not 

Did  Elizabeth  Palmer,  Two  Years  old  ? 
No. 

Did  John  Brown,  One  Year  old,  die  of  the  Measles  ? 
No. 

Mary  Ann  Vokins,  Four  Years  old  ? 
No. 

Emma  Hoyle,  One  Year  old? 

Yes. 

WTien  did  she  die  ? 

She  was  very  delicate  when  she  came ;  she  was  a  North  Petherton  Child  ; 
she  died  of  the  Measles. 

There  was  no  Diarrhoea  upon  her  ? 

No.^  •       ' 

Do  you  recollect  how  long  she  had  been  there  before  she  died  ? 
Not  long. 

John  Davey ;  do  you  recollect  him  ? 

No. 

John  Wride  ? 
No. 

George  Cox  ? 
No. 

Flora  Wilkins? 
No. 

George  Woolcott  ? 
Yes. 

Of  what  did  he  die  ? 

Of  Diarrhoea.     He  was  one  that  was  sent  from  Bridgwater  Workhouse  to 
our  House  in  a  dying  State. 

How  long  was  he  before  he  died  ? 
Several  Weeks. 

Theresa  Woolcott ;  what  was  her  Complaint  ? 
The  same  Complaint. 

James  Furber  ? 
He  was  a  Baby. 

What  was  his  Complaint  ? 

A  Decline.    Mr.  Tilsley  said  a  natural  Decline. 

William  Arthur  ? 
No. 

William  Pyke? 
No. 

LomanBiss? 

No. 

John  Bindon  ? 
Yes. 
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j^my  Ellis.  Was  that  a  Son  of  Harriet  Bindoa  ? 
Yes. 


What  was  his  Complamt  ? 

The  Diarrhoea.     He  came  with  his  Mother ;  she  was  ill  when  she  came. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
Harriet  Bindon.  HARRIET  BINDON  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows : 


YOU  were  in  North  Petherton  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

When? 

I  do  not  know  really  the  Time. 

Was  it  in  February  I8S7  ? 
I  believe  it  was. 

You  were  ill  when  you  were  there,  were  not  you  ? 
Yes,  very  ill. 

Mn  Tikley  attended  you  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

He  ordered  you  some  Tea  and  Sugar  and  Butter  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  get  them  ? 
Yes. 

How  soon  did  you  get  them  ? 

I  got  the  Tea  and  Sugar  when  I  went  to  Petherton.  I  was  very  ill  when 
1  went  from  Bridgwater  to  Petherton. 

What  were  you  ill  of? 
The  Bowel  Complaint. 

The  Complaint  which  was  so  rife  at  Bridgwater? 
Yes. 

Jle  ordered  you  some  Tea,  Sugar,  and  Butter? 
Yes. 

You  got  the  Tea  and  Sugar  immediately  ? 
Yes ;  I  got  them  at  first  when  I  went. 

Wha  gave  you  them  ? 

Mr.  King  furnished  me  Tea  and  Sugar  from  Bridgwater. 

Was  there  any  Delay  about  your  getting  any  of  those  Things  ? 

Yes ;  when  I  got  up  and  got  about,  young  Mr.  Gover  came  to  Petherton 
House,  and  said,  "  Harriet  Bindon,  your  Tea  and  Sugar  are  stopped.**  I  was 
not  able  to  work. 

How  soon  after  you  got  into  Petherton  Workhouse  did  he  tell  you  they  were 
stopped  ? 

About  Three  Weeks  or  a  Month. 

Did  you  complain  to  Mr.  Tilsley  of  their  being  stopped? 

Yes  ;  then  I  was  taken  ill  again,  and  I  spoke  to  him  and  said  my  Tea  and 
Sugar  were  stopped,  and  he  said  to  me  that  he  had  ordered  them  for  the  Week 
following. 

Was  it  not  till  the  Week  following  you  got  them  ? 

No,  it  was  not  till  the  next  Week ;  he  told  me  he  hak  ordered  them  that 
Week,  but  they  did  not  come. 

Did  not  Mr.  Tilsley  give  you  some  of  his  own  ? 

Yes ;  I  spoke  to  him  about  it,  and  he  said  he  would  give  me  some  out  of  his 
own  Pocket. 
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When  was  it  Stopped  ?  Harriet  Bindon. 

It  was  stopped  about  Three  Weeks  or  a  Month  after  I  went.  — — ^— — 

You  had  had  them  before  you  went  from  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

You  went  to  Petherton  ? 
Yes. 

Who  stopped  them  ? 

Young  Mr.  Gover  came  to  me,  and  said,  "  Harriet  fiindon,  your  Tea  and 
Sugar  are  stopped.*' 

Do  you  recollect  when  that  was  ? 
No. 

You  were  examined  by  Mr.  Weale,  were  not  you  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  tell  him  that  ? 
Yes. 

Before  you  went  to  Petherton  you  were  very  ill  ? 
Yes. 

Were  there  a  great  many  ill  in  the  House  ? 

Yes,  many  of  die  Children  j  before  I  was  taken  ill  I  looked  after  them  in  the 
Nursery. 

There  were  a  great  Number  ill  ? 
Yes  J  with  the  Bowel  Complaint. 

Was  there  a  great  Smell  in  the  House  ? 

Yes  J  which  made  us  all  very  ill  in  doing  for  the  Children. 

Were  tliere  any  fresh  People  came  into  the  House  at  Bridgwater  while  this 
Malady  was  going  on  ? 
Yes  J  they  were  continually  coming  in. 

Did  you  catch  it  more  than  once  ? 

Yes ;  I  got  better,  and  had  it  again.    I  was  very  ill  j  Mr.  Tilsley  gave  me  up 
for  D^d. 

Are  you  a  Bridgwater  Woman  ? 
No;  Stowey. 

Were  you  well  when  you  went  into  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

When  was  it  you  went  in  ? 

I  went  in  between  Haymaking  and  Harvest ;  the  latter  Part  of  Haymaking. 

The  early  Part  of  the  Summer  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  removed  into  North  Petherton  Workhouse  ? 
I  was  in  Petherton  House  more  than  a  Quarter  of  a  Year. 

When  did  you  first  go  to  Petherton  ? 
I  do  not  know  the  Day  of  the  Month. 

Was  it  the  Summer  or  the  Winter  ? 
In  the  latter  Part  of  the  Summer. 

That  was  about  October  then  ? 
Yes,  I  should  think  it  was. 

Do  you  know  more  precisely  ? 
No,  I  do  not 

Are  you  in  the  Workhouse  now  ? 
No,  I  am  out  of  it  now. 

How  long  did  you  continue  at  Petherton  ? 
More  than  a  Quarter  of  a  Year. 
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Hmfiet  BjMion.        Where  did  you  go  to  then  ? 

I  went  out  of  toe  Jlottse  then.  I  l/^^  Jo^t  Two  of  piy  Children  is  the 
Bowel  Complaint  I  took  Three  in  witii  me,  and  lost  Two ;  and  I  w^nt 
to  the  Board  to  ask  Leav«  to  go  out,  for  that  if  I  did  not  I  should  lose 
my  other  Child,  and  I  should  lose  my  own  Life  too.    I  was  very  ill. 

You  were  very  comfortable  in  Petherton  Wwkhouse  ? 
Yes,  I  was  very  comfortable.    We  were  very  kindly  treated.    Tliere  were 
not  Victuals  enough  in  either  House  when  we  were  able  to  Work*. 

Where  did  you  go  after  you  left  the  Petherton  Workhouse  ? 

I  went  home  with  my  Father  and  Mother  till  I  was  able  to  wwk. 

Have  you  continued  out  of  the  House  ever  since  ? 
Yes. 

Had  you  any  Complaint  to  make  of  your  Treatment  in  the  Workhouse  from 
anybody  ? 
No ;  we  were  not  ill-used  by  the  Governor. 

All  you  complain  of  is  your  having  been  ill  there  ? 
Yes^ 

Had  you  sufficient  Food  ? 

No;  we  had  not  Victuals  enough  wbjen  wi^.were  able  to  work. 

How  many  People  were  there  with  you  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 

I  cannot  say ;  there  were  a  great  many  kept  in  one  Room^  and  a  great 
many  in  one  Bed,  for  we  had  not  Room  for  theio.;  Foux  Qt  Five  or  Six 
sometimes  in  a  Bed. 

Do  you  mean  grown-up  People  ? 
Children. 

How  manygrown-i^  Peq[de  b^d  yo*Jin  the  wnie  Bed  ? 
Three  or  Four. 

Do  you  mean  Three  or  Four  grown-up  Pfeople  ? 

Yes ;  they  were  obliged  sometimes  when  the  Psftple  cawQ  in^  till  they  got 
moreBeda. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man   of  the   Name   of  Kidner  coming  in  with  his 
Family  ? 
No,  I  do  not  recollect  them. 

Are  you  a  Widpw  ? 
Yes. 

When  you  went  in  you  were  well  ? 
Yes, 

Then  you  got  ill  of  this  Bowel  Complaint  ? 
Yes ;  and  the  Children  too. 

When  you  were  under  ^e   Dpctpr^s  QUipdiq  be   ordered  you  Tea  and 
Sugar  ? 
Yes. 

When  you  got  the  Tea  and  Sugar  you  got  better  ? 
Yes. 

Did  they  not  put  you  back  again  upon  the  Gruel  ? 
No. 

You  were  not  quite  well  when  you  left  ? 

No ;  I  was  very  ill  when  I  came  out.  Mr.  Tilsley  said  I  should  never  get 
well  while  I  remained  there,  nor  my  Children. 

Two  of  your  Children  had  died? 
Yes. 

Were  they  healthy  Children  before  that  ? 

Yes ;  they  had  not  had  a  single  Day's  Sickness  before  they  went  in ;  there 
was  afterwards  Broth  ordered  for  them. 

Did 
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Did  they  get  better  upon  the  Broth  ?  Harriet  Bindon. 

No ;  I  did  not  see  that  they  got  any  better.  — — 

What  Food  do  the  poor  People  and  Children  generally  get  in  that  Part  of 
tlie  Country  ? 
Broth, 

A  Kind  of  Soup  made  with  Potatoes  ? 
Yes. 

They  never  use  Oatmeal  at  all  in  that  Part  of  the  Country  ? 
No. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
JAMES  GOVER  is  again  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  follows :  james  Gover. 


WHAT  is  the  greatest  Number  of  Beds  in  any  One  Room  in  the  old 
Bridgwater  House? 
We  had  about  Fourteen  Beds  id  One  Rooni. 

How  many  in  the  new  Workhouse  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

There  was  One  Room  that  contained  Fourteen  Beds  in  the  old  House  ? 
Yes, 

Did  Men  ot  Women  sleep  in  that  Room  ? 
The  Men  and  Boys  slept  in  that  Room. 

How  many  Women  slept  in  any  One  Room  ? 

There  were  about  Fifteen  or  Sixteen  Women ;  all  those  Women  had  Children 
with  them  also,  whom  they  were  obliged  to  do  for. 

How  many  People  ever  slept  in  any  One  Bed  ? 

I  believe  Ui^e  were  Five  or  Six  Children  in  One  Bed* 

How  many  grown-up  Persons  ? 

Grown-up  Persons,  as  many  as  Three  I  have  seen  in  ihe  same  Bed ;  in 
fact,  we  were  obliged  to  put  tnem  so ;  we  had  so  many  in  the  House.  We 
had  100  or  102^  People  in  the  House. 

How  many  Beds  had  you  ? 

I  am  not  aware  how  many  we  had. 

Had  you  Thirty-five  or  Fifty  ? 

We  had  more  than  Thirty-five ;  about  Forty  I  sheiiM  suppose^ 

Had  not  you  more  than  Forty  ? 

I  am  not  aware  exactly  how  many  Beds  we  had  in  the  House^ 

Are  you  quite  sure  that  Two  or  Three  grown-up  People  slepft  in  the  same 
Bed? 
Yes ;  I  have  seen  Three  in  One  Bed. 

Did  you  state  that  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes ;  and  Beds  were  ordered  in  consequence. 

Was  there  Room  to  lie  in  the  Bed  ? 
We  made  Room  as  far  as  we  could. 

The  Rooms  were  crowded  ? 
They  were. 

Did  you  know  the  Workhouse  under  the  old  Law  ? 
Yes. 

How  many  People  were  ever  in  the  House  then  ? 

I  have  heard  there  was  One  Winter  nearly  100  People  there,  but  sometimes 
very  few. 

How  many  Beds  were  there  then  ? 
I  cannot  tell. 
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James  Cover.  What  became  of  your  Beds  when  the  new  Guardians  took  possession  of  (he 

•""~"~~*       House  ? 

All  the  old  Beds  left  were  kept 

And  new  Beds  ordered? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  how  many  new  Beds  came  in  ? 

I  should  think  Seven  or  Eight  or  Nine  came  j  and  new  Beds  were  sent  to 
Petherton  too. 

You  do  not  know  how  many  new  Beds  came  in  ? 

No. 

Then  the  old  ones  in  the  old  House  remained  and  some  new  ones  were 
ordered  in  ? 
Yes. 

That  was  after  your  Representation  ? 
Yes. 

When  the  Illness  became  so  bad  in  the  Workhouse  did  the  Board  of 
Guardians  hire  a  House  or  a  Room  in  the  Town  ? 

No,  they  did  not.  The  Sickness  was  very  bad  among  the  Children,  they 
were  in  a  deplorable  State. 

How  many  were  in  one  Bed  at  that  Time? 

There  were,  1  should  think.  Six  Children  in  One  Bed.  They  were  obliged 
to  have  one  Room  for  the  Children  who  were  ill.  Harriet  Bindon  was  one 
of  the  Women  employed  to  look  after  the  Children. 

When  they  were  ill  of  Diarrhoea  you  mean  ? 
Yes. 

In  what  State  were  the  Beds  ? 

They  were  in  a  shocking  State.  I  had  them  all  got  into  the  Court,  and 
opened  them.  Three  or  Four  at  a  Time,  and  got  the  Tick  washed.  I  have 
known  a  Person  put  into  one  of  those  Beds  after  the  Diarrhoea  was  got  away 
catch  the  Diarrhoea. 

How  long  was  Trood  in  the  House  ? 

He  stayed  there  Three  Weeks  for  me  while  I  was  away ;  then  he  was  in 
the  habit  of  coming  at  other  Times. 

Did  he  come  to  assist  you  ? 

In  the  Winter,  the  Day  before  the  Board  met,  he  came  and  helped  me  in 
what  I  wanted. 

Was  he  about  the  House  ? 
No ;  not  until  I  went  away. 

How  long  were  you  away  ? 

Three  Weeks. 

When  you  came  back  he  went  away  again  ? 

Yes. 

What  was  the  Date  of  the  Time  you  were  away  ? 

I  went  away  the  latter  End  of  February. 

Was  the  Complaint  increasing  at  that  Time  ? 

No ;  the  Diarrhoea  had  been  worse  before  then ;  it  was  ceasing  a  litde 
when  I  left.  I  had  been  affected  so  many  Times  that  the  Medicine  had  no  Effect 
at  all.  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Poole  both  told  me  if  I  did  not  leave  it  would  be  a 
bad  Job,  and  they  recommended  me  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  for  Leave  of 
Absence. 

Did  he  remain  there  after  you  came  back  ? 
No  J  he  left  for  Bridgwater. 

How  soon  did  he  leave  Bridgwater  after  you  came  back  ? 
I  should  think  within  Three  Weeks  or  a  Month ;  he  went  to  the  Union  House 
at  Sherborne  ? 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  ROBERT  UNDERDOWN  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  as 

follows : 


Mr.  /?.  UnderdcwH, 


DO  you  remember  Harriet  Bindon  ? 
I  do. 

It  appears  that  some  Tea  and  Sugar  were  ordered  for  her  when  she  was  in 
Petherton  Workhouse,  by  Mr.  Tilsley,  but  she  did  not  get  it  for  a  Week  j  what 
was  the  Occasion  of  that ;  is  the  Book  brought  to  the  Board  ? 

Yes  ;  it  rests  with  the  Governor  to  get  those  Things. 

To  whom  is  the  Book  delivered  ? 

To  the  Governor  of  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse;  it  is  brought  to  the 
Board ;  it  is  his  Place  to  come  and  take  it  from  the  Board. 

Does  Mr.  Tilsley  send  it  to  the  Board  ? 

The  Governor  sends  the  Visiting  Book,  and  the  Medical  Officer's  is  sent  to 
the  Clerk. 

That  is  to  you  ? 
Yes. 

What  do  you  do  with  it? 

I  place  it  on  the  Table  for  the  Inspection  of  the  Board. 

When  the  Board  breaks  up  what  is  done  ? 

The  Medical  Officer  arranges  for  its  Return  ;  the  Medical  Man  generally 
makes  an  Arrangement  with  some  one  to  take  his  Books  to  and  from  the  Board. 

Does  it  come  through  you  ? 
No. 

Did  you  use  to  take  Mr.  Tilsley*s  Book  ? 

No. 

Was  that  Book  examined  to  see  what  Orders  the  Medical  Man  gave  ? 
It  was  sometimes  examined ;  I  do  not  think  it  was  always. 

Whose  Fault  was  it  that  the  Tea  and  Sugar  was  not  sent  for  Harriet  Bindon 
and  the  other  Women  ? 
If  it  was  known  to  the  Governor  it  was  his  Hace  to  have  sent  it. 

Whose  Business  was  it  to  let  him  know  ? 

I  should  think  it  was  the  Matron's  Duty ;  if  she  knew  of  its  being  ordered 
she  should  have  taken  care  it  was  procured  from  the  Governor. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 

Twelve  o'Clock. 


(151.28.)  6  O  3 

Digitized  by  VnOOQlC 


« 


Digitized  by 


Google 


I 


(    lOSl    ) 


Die  Jovisy  19^  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Oplmib„°oVtbe 

Poor  Law  Amend- 
meDt  Act. 

Mr.  ROBERT  UNDERDO WN  is  caUed  in,  and  further  examined       Mr. R.'iMerdown. 

as  follows :  

WERE  you  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  before  the  Establishment  of  the 
Union  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  have  you  heea  there? 
About  Eight  Yesursi. 

What  was  the  greatest  Number  of  People  that  you  ever  knew  at  one  Time 
in  the  old  Workhouse  ? 
One  hundred  and  three. 

You  are  positive  that  there  were  as  many  as  that? 

I  rather  think  my  own  Family  was  included  in  that  Number. 

How  many  Beds  were  tiiere  ? 
I  cannot  answer  that  Question* 

Did  the  Paupers  sleep  more  than  One  in  a  Bed  ? 

Yes ;  Two  or  Three.  We  laid  the  Children  pretty  thick  upon  those  Occa- 
sions. 

How  many  Children  did  you  put  into  One  Bed  ? 
As  many  as  Three  or  Four. 

How  many  gjrown  People  ? 
Two. 

Ever  more  than  Two  ? 

Sometimes  we  put  a  Child  between  Two  Wanaen  j  when  we  were  thick  we 
used  to  do  so,  certainly. 

Did  you  put  Two  grown  Men  together  in  Ae  same  Bed?    . 

Yes. 

You  do  not  recollect  how  many  Beda  there  were? 
I  do  not 

Could  you^  find  out  by  any  Books  you  have  ? 

I  do  not  think  I  can,  for  the  Beda  are  all  disposed  of. 

Could  you  find  out  by  any  Books  at  Bridgwater  ? 
I  could  not 

But  all  the  Beds  that  were  in  the  old  Workhouse  were  transferred  to  the 
Union,  were  they  not? 

The  Board  of  Guardians  rented  the  Beds  and  all  the  Furniture  of  the 
House  from  the  Formation  of  the  Union,  June  1836,  to  December  1837 ; 
they  were  after  that  Time  sold  by  public  Auction.  The  Board  of  Guardians 
would  not  buy  them,  because  it  was  considered  that  they  were  not  dean  ;  that 
Bugs  were  in  them. 
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Mr.  R.  Underdown.      jjow  many  did  the  Board  of  Guardians  buy  ? 

"""""""^  None  of  them  were  bought  by  the  Board  of  Guardians. 

Did  they  buy  at  any  other  Place  ? 
They  bought  new  JSedsteads. 

How  many  did  they  buy ;  can  you  tell  by  the  Books  ? 
I  do  not  think  I  can ;  they  were  bought  at  different  Periods.    I  can  tell  by 
examining  the  Accounts,  I  think. 

Have  you  in  London  the  Means  of  making  out  an  Account  of  the  Number 
of  Beds  that  were  bought  ? 
Yes,  I  think  I  have. 

Can  you  ascertain  the  particular  Periods  at  which  any  Number  of  Beds 
were  ordered  ? 

I  do  not  think  I  can  ascertain  the  Period  at  all  Times  when  they  were 
ordered ;  for  the  Committee  went  and  ordered  them  on  some  Occasions  not 
by  the  Sanction  of  the  Board,  but  obtained  their  Sanction  afterwards. 

Had  the  Visiting  Committee  Authority  to  order  Beds  without  the  Sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

No,  they  had  not  Authority;  but  what  they  did  was  generally  sanctioned  by 
the  Board.     They  ordered  Beds  as  there  was  an  Emergency. 

Did  they  order  Beds  as  they  thought  it  advisable  or  necessary? 
The  Committee  have  done  so. 

Frequently  ? 

I  do  not  say  very  frequently. 

In  Cases  of  Emergency  when  Beds  were  wanted  they  have  ordered  them 
without  waiting  for  an  Order  from  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

What  Beds  were  ordered  ? 

Iron  Bedsteads  j  there  were  some  made  partly  of  Wood. 

Were  they  made  in  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes,  some  of  them. 

Do  you  know  how  soon  they  could  be  supplied  after  the  Order  ? 
We  waited  a  long  Time  for  some  of  them,  in  consequence  of  the  Person 
at  the  Foundery  not  having  Iron  to  supply  them  on  one  Occasion. 

You  cannot  tell  in  any  Case  how  long  they  were  waited  for  ? 
No. 

All  the  Beds  that  were  proposed  and  were  stated  by  the  Visiting  Com* 
mittee  as  being  in  their  Judgment  necessary  were  ordered  ? 
Yes. 

The  Board  of  Guardians  never  objected  to  it  ? 
No. 

You  were  always  present  at  the  Board,  and  you  state  positively  that  no 
Objection  was  made  to  any  Beds  ordered  by  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
No  Objection  was  ever  made. 

You  have  not  known  Three  Men  sleep  in  One  Bed  under  the  Operation  of 
the  new  Law  ? 
I  never  have. 

You  are  sure  of  that? 
I  am  quite  certain. 

How  many  Children  have  slept  in  One  Bed  ? 
I  do  not  know ;  I  very  seldom  see  them  in  Bed. 

You  do  not  visit  the  Poorhouse  ? 

I  visit  the  Sick  Wards,  and  other  Parts  of  the  House^  occasionally. 
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Have  you  seen  more  than  Two  Persons  in  One  Bed  in  the  Sick  Ward?           Mr.  R.  Underdown. 
I  verily  believe  I  never  saw  more  than  Two.  • 

Have  you  gone  there  for  the  Purpose  of  making  that  Observation  ? 
No;   sometimes  I  have   accompanied  Visitors  and  others   through   the 
Ward, 

It  is  only  occasionally  you  have  gone  there  ? 
Yes,  only  occasionally. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
Mr.  JOHN  CHINN  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  Mr.  John  chinn. 


WHERE  do  you  live? 
Weston  Zoyland. 

You  are    Relieving   Officer  of  one  of  the  Districts  of   the    Bridgwater 
Union? 
No.  3.  District. 

What  Parishes  does  that  District  contain  ? 

The  Parishes  of  Weston  Zoyland,  Middlezoy,  Othery,  North  Petherton, 
Thurloxton,  Ling,  Michael  Church,  Broomfield,  and  Goathurst 

Did  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Robert  Kidner  ever  apply  to  you  for  Relief? 
Yes. 

At  what  Time  did  he  first  apply  to  you  for  Relief? 
On  the  25th  of  November  1836. 

On  what  Account  did  he  apply  to  you  for  Relief;  did  he  state  to  you  any 
of  the  Circumstances? 
His  Wife  wasm? 

And  that  was  the  Ground  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  apply  for  Medical  Relief,  or  for  Relief  in  general  ? 
He  had  had  Medical  Relief,  and  he  applied  to  me  for  temporary  Relief  till 
the  Board  met. 

Did  you  give  him  temporary  Relief? 
I  did,  to  the  Amount  of  1^.  llrf. 

On  what  Day  of  the  Week  was  that  ? 
Saturday. 

When  did  the  Board  meet  ? 
The  Friday  following. 

Then  you  gave  him  1^.  llrf,  for  that  Week  ? 
Yes. 

How  came  you  to  give  him  only  1^.  lid.  for  the  Maintenance  of  himself 
and  Wife  and  Five  Children  ? 

He  was  earning  7^.,  and  a  Boy  he  had  was  earning  1^.  Qd.  I  believe. 

Had  you  ascertained  that  ?  • 

Yes. 

Did  he  acknowledge  that  ? 

He   acknowledged   that   he    was   earning   7^-f   and   he   had  a  Boy  at 
work. 

What  was  the  Boy  at  work  at  ? 
As  a  Farmer's  Labourer. 

What  aged  Boy  was  he  ? 
Thirteen  Years. 
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Mr.  John  Cfunn.        Did  vou  know  this  Man  before  ? 
Yes. 

What  Sort  of  a  Man  was  he  ? 
A  drunken  bad  Character. 

Had  you  ever  seen  his  Wife  before  she  complained  to  you  of  her  Situation? 

No. 

When  the  Board  of  Guardians  met  what  did  they  order  him  ? 
They  allowed  him  7^.  for  One  Week. 

Was  the  7^  taken  off  the  following  Week,  or  was  it  again  given  him  ? 
They  then  granted  him  4^.  and  Three  Loaves  of  Bread ;  the  4^.  was  granted 
by  way  of  Loan. 

Was  that  repaid  ? 
Yes. 

Who  repaid  it  ? 
His  Master's  Wife. 

They  stopped  his  Wages  ? 

Yes. 

He  appeared  again  before  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

At  what  Time  ? 

The  13th  of  December. 

What  happened  then  ? 

He  was  ordered  to  the  Workhouse  with  his  Wife  and  the  whole  Family. 

Did  he  go  into  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes,  it  appeared  so  on  the  Governor's  Books ;  I  did  not  know  it  myself. 

He  came  the  following  Week,  on  the  20th  of  December,  before  the  Board 
again  ;  what  did  he  apply  for  then  ? 
For  Permission  to  leave  the  Workhouse. 

Did  he  give  any  Reason  for  that? 

He  said  he  did  not  like  to  stay  in  the  Workhouse. 

Did  he  give  any  Reason  why  he  did  not  like  to  stay  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
No,  he  did  not. 

Did  he  say  that  there  was  Sickness  in  the  House,  or  any  thing  of  that  Sort? 
Not  in  my  Hearing. 

Were  you  present  the  whole  Time. 
Yes. 

Did  he  say  that  there  was  Sickness  in  the  House,  and  that  he  was  afraid  of 
himself  and  his  Family  catching  that  Sickness,  and  that  therefore  he  wanted  to 
go  out  of  the  H  ouse  ? 

Not  in  my  Hearing ;  not  that  I  recollect. 

Should  you  have  heard  it  if  he  had  said  it? 
Yes. 

Could  he  have  said  so  without  your  hearing  it  ? 
No. 

Did  he  give  any  Reason  why  he  wished  to  quit  the  Workhouse,  and  to  be 
put  upon  the  Out-door  List  ? 

He  did  not  like  to  remain  in  the  Workhouse. 

Did  he  make  any  Complaint  of  his  Treatment  in  the  Workhouse,  or  his 
Accommodation  there? 
No,  none  whatever. 
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What  did  the  Board  do  ?  Mr.  John  adnn. 

Allowed  him  Six  Loaves  of  Bread  and  other  Necessaries^  to  the  Amount  of      — — - 
4fS.,  when  he  was  out  of  the  House. 

Did  he  go  out  ? 

He  did  not,  he  remained  in  the  Workhouse  till  the  15th  of  January. 

You  know  that  he  did  not  go  out  because  he  did  not  come  to  you  for  this 
Relief? 
Yes. 

What  became  of  him  on  the  15th  of  January  ? 

The  Governor  reported  by  his  Books  that  this  Man  got  over  the  Wall  and 
deserted  the  House. 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  his  having  deserted  his  Family  before  ? 
Yes. 

How  many  Times  ? 

Three  Times  the  Wife  informed  me. 

Do  you  know  of  his  ever  having  been  committed  to  Prison  before  ? 
By  the  Information  of  the  Wife. 

You  do  not  know  it  of  your  own  Knowledge? 
No. 

Where  did  he  go  to  after  he  had  escaped  ? 
To  North  Petherton. 

Did  you  see  him  frequently  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  ever  speak  to  him  about  going  back  to  the  Workhouse  or  taking 
his  Family  out  of  it  ? 
Yes. 

Did  the  Board  direct  you  to  do  so  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  he  say? 

That  it  was  not  in  his  Power  to  take  them  out. 

Had  you  during  all  this  Time  any  Conversation  with  the  Wife  about  their 
Treatment  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

No ;  I  never  visited  the  Workhouse. 

What  did  you  say  to  him  when  he  said  that  he  would  not  take  his  Family 
out  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  requested  him  that  he  would  take  the  Family  out  and  appear  before  the 
Board,  for  them  to  allow  him  something  towards  maintaining  them. 

Did  you  tell  him  that  the  Board  would  allow  him  something  ? 
I  did. 

He  refused  notwithstanding  ? 
Yes. 

Was  he  at  work  at  this  Time  ? 
Yes. 

How  do  you  know  that  ? 

I  went  to  his  Master's  House  where  he  was  at  work ;  Mr.  Pring,  at  Road 
Farm,  and  Mr.  Danger. 

What  was  he  earning  ? 
7s.  a  Week. 

How  long  did  this  State  of  Things  go  on  j  his  Wife  in  the  Workhouse,  and 
he  out,  and  he  earning  7^*  a  Week  ? 
Till  the  9th  of  March. 
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Mr.  jolm  Chinn.       So  that  the  Parish  supported  his  Wife  and  all  his  Family  from  the  15th  of 
'  January  to  the  9th  of  March,  while  he  was  eamii^  7^*  a  Week  ? 

Yes,  and  are  still  supporting  them  now  in  the  Workhouse. 

Upon  the  9th  of  March  was  he  summoned  before  the  Magistrates  ? 

Yes. 

The  Magistrates  were  Mr.  Warry,  Mr.  King,  and  Mr.  Allen  ? 

Yes. 

When  he  was  before  them  did  they  hear  your  Evidence  ? 

Yes. 

Did  they  hear  any  body  else  ? 

The  Overseer,  to  prove  the  Delivery  of  the  Summons. 

And  you  gave  Evidence  as  to  the  Relief  which  had  been  afforded  ? 

Yes. 

And  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  gave  Evidence  as  to  his  Escape? 

We  had  the  Governor's  Books. 

Did  they  receive  the  Governor's  Books  to  prove  the  Escape  of  the  Man? 
Yes. 

Was  the  Governor  there  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  whether  he  was  there  or  not ;  his  Books  were  present 

Did  Kidner  deny  having  escaped  ? 
No. 

What  did  he  say  ? 

He  confessed  that  he  had  made  his  Escape. 

Did  he  give  any  Reason  for  it  ? 

No. 

What  passed  after  the  Evidence  had  been  heard,  and  he  had  been  heard 
to  say  what  he  had  to  say  for  himself  ? 

He  was  offered  to  go  back  into  the  Workhouse,  or  take  his  Family  out 
and  help  maintain  them  ;  but  that  he  refused,  and  then  the  Magistrates  said 
they  must  commit  him  to  Gaol. 

Then  they  offered  him  some  Allowance  out  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
They  would  have  allowed  him  something  ;  they  told  him  that  if  he  would 
help  maintain  the  Family  and  take  them  out  they  would  assist  him. 

But  if  he  did  not  do  that  he  must  go  to  Gaol  ? 
Yes. 

And  he  refused,  and  went  to  Gaol  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  at  that  Time  state  that  he  left  the  Workhouse  either  on  account 
of  the  Treatment  that  he  received  or  on  account  of  the  Illness  in  the  House  ? 
No  ;  I  am  sure  he  did  not. 

He  did  not  make  that  as  an  Excuse  for  running  away  ? 
No. 

You  know  that  there  was  Illness  in  the  House  at  the  Time  ? 
I  never  was  in  the  House,  but  I  have  heard  so. 

Did  the  Magistrates  examine  you  upon  Oath  ? 
Yes. 

You  have  stated  that  on  the  20th  of  December  Kidner  wished  to  go  out  of 
the  House,  and  he  was  offered  Six  Loaves  of  Bread  and  other  Necessaries,  to 
the  Amount  of  4^.,  and  still  he  would  not  go  out  ? 

Yes. 

Did  he  give  any  Reason  why  he  would  not  go  ? 

Nothing  particular;  he  said  he  could  not  take  his  Family  out. 

You  state  that  he  came  to  the  Board  asking  Permission  to  go  out,  and  that 
he  was  offered  Necessaries,  and  that  then  he  refused  to  go  out;  did  he  state 
any  Reason  for  that  Conduct,  or  can  you  give  any  Reason  for  that  ? 

No,  I  cannot. 

Do 
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Do  you    suppose  that  the  Necessaries  which  were  allowed  him  would  ^r.  John  chinn. 

have  enabled  him  to  have  found  Food  and  Lodging  till  he  could  have  got      "— ~ 

Work? 

Yes,  I  do. 

Do  you  conceive  that  his  supposing  that  they  would  not  was  the  Reason  for 
his  not  going  out  ? 

No ;  I  do  not  know  what  his  Reason  was,  for  he  might  have  had  Work 
immediately  if  he  had  gone  out 

Could  he  have  got  a  Lodging  immediately  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Was  he  a  Character  likely  to  be  received  into  any  House  immediately 
I  do  not  know. 

Was  it  Six  Loaves  besides  the  4^.  which  was  offered  him  ? 
No  ;  Six  Loaves  and  other  Necessaries  to  the  Amount  of  4^. 

Was  he  not  able  to  work  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes ;  he  was  an  able-bodied  Man. 

He  could  earn  7^.  a  Week  himself,  and  his  Boy  could  earn  1^.  6d.  ? 
Yes. 

That  would  make  12^.  6(L  a  Week  ? 
Yes. 

And  his  Wife,  when  well,  could  earn  Money  besides  ? 
Yes  ;  she  was  a  very  industrious  Character. 

This  was  to  be  given  him  in  Kind,  and  not  in  Money  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Reason  for  giving  it  all  in  Kind,  and  not  in  Money  ? 
I  believe  the  Law  prohibited  them  from  giving  it  in  Money  because  he  was 
an  able-bodied  Man. 

They  offered  him  no  Lodging ;  no  Place  to  put  his  Head  in  ? 

No. 

Had  they  any  Place  to  offer  ? 
No. 

Have  they  Houses  all  about  the  different  Parishes  to  offer  ? 

No. 

Supposing,  together  with  the  Relief  and  what  he  could  earn  himself,  he  had 
an  Income  of  12^.  6d.  a  Week,  could  he  not  have  found  a  Lodging  out  of  that 
12^.  6rf.  ? 

Certainly ;  many  an  able-bodied  Man  is  compelled  to  maintain  himself  and 
Wife  and  Family  of  Four  Children  without  any  Relief  from  the  Parish. 

Were  those  Necessaries,  to  the  Amount  of  4^.,  granted  as  a  Gift,  or  was  it  to 
be  repaid  ? 
As  a  Gift, 

Did  the  prohibitory  Orders  to  giving  Outdoor  Relief  to   able-bodied  exist 
at  that  Time  ? 
In  most  Instances. 

Have  the  Board  of  Guardians  received  from  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
any  Rule  prohibiting  them  from  giving  Relief  to  the  able-bocUed  ? 
They  have  not  yet ;  we  do  give  it  to  many  Labourers  regularly. 

You  have  never  up  to  this  Time  received  that  prohibitory  Order  ? 
No. 

Why  did  you  give  the  Relief  in  Kind  ? 
We  do  to  all  able-bodied  Men. 
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Mr.  John  chmn.        You  offered  him  4^.  a  Week  in  Provisions  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  think  he  could  have  earned  7^.  tnore  ? 
Yes. 

How  was  the  12^.  6rf.  to  be  made  up  ? 

He  had  a  Boy  that  went  to  his  Master's  and  would  have  earned  1^.  6rf. 

Giving  a  Total  of  12^.  6rf.  ? 
Yes, 

He  could  not  have  earned  the  12^.  6rf.  unless  he  could  have  got  Work  ? 
But  he  could  have  got  Work,  for  he  was  an  able-bodied  Man. 

In  what  State  of  Health  was  his  Wife  ? 
She  was  ill. 

Could  she  do  any  thing  ? 

No. 

On  the  contrary,  did  she  not  want  some  Assistance  ? 
Yes. 

Were  any  of  the  Children  ill? 
No. 

Mr.  Tilsley  is  the  Medical  OflScer  of  North  Petherton  ? 

Yes. 

You  were  there  when  the  Workhouse  of  North  Petherton  was  used  ? 
Yes. 

How  was  the  Medical  Book  sent  from  North  Petherton  to  Bridgwater  on 
the  Board  Day  ? 
By  the  Carrier. 

To  whom  was  it  directed  ? 

To  Ambrey,  the  Stationer^  for  me ;  I  always  called  there  for  it,  and  took  it 
down  to  the  Board. 

Whom  did  you  give  it  to  ? 

I  took  it  with  my  other  Books  to  the  Board ;  I  put  it  upon  the  Table. 

Wlio  took  it  away  ? 
I  did. 

When  the  Workhouse  was  at  North  Petherton  did  you  do  so? 
I  always  took  the  Book. 

Did  you  show  it  to  the  Governor  ? 
No. 

How  did  he  know  the  Entries  ? 
It  was  his  Duty  to  examine  it. 

If  you  took  the  Book  with  you,  and  took  it  away  after  the  Meeting,  how 
could  he  see  it  ? 

All  the  Books  were  there,  and  he  had  an  Opportunity  of  examining  all  the 
Books. 

Was  it  his  Practice  to  examine  them  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  he  did  or  did  not ;  it  was  his  Duty  to  do  so. 

Did  you  receive  Directions  from  the  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union 
at  one  Time  with  respect  to  giving  Orders  for  Medical  Relief? 
Yes. 

That  was  when  there  was  a  Disagreement  between  them  and  the  Medical 
Gentlemen,  and  the  Medical  GenUemen  were  to  be  paid  for  attending  the 
Poor  as  for  common  Patients  ? 

Yes. 

What 
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What  were  the  Directions  that  the  Board  gave  you  at  that  Time  ?                    Afr.  John  ch'mn. 
The  same  Directions  as  I  had  before  had.  

4 

What  were  they  ? 

I  was  directed  to  be  particular  in  giving  Ord^s  for  Medical  Relief,  and  to 
act  with  Discretion. 

Was  there  any  thing  stated  to  you  about  the  Expense  ? 

No. 

What  are  you  reading  from ;  what  is  that  Paper  which  you  have  before 
you? 
My  own  Writing. 

Is  that  a  Memorandum  made  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes. 

How  came  you  to  make  a  Memorandum  at  that  Time  ? 
To  be  particular  in  what  I  was  doing. 

You  swear  positively  that  that  Memorandum  was  made  at  the  Time  that 
they  gave  you  Directions  in  order  that  you  might  retain  them  in  your 
Mind? 

Yes  ;  the  principal  Part ;  I  do  not  say  every  Word. 

Is  that  upon  the  same  Paper  as  you  wrote  upon  at  first? 
No  J  I  pencil-marked  it  then. 

Where  is  the  Paper  that  you  wrote  it  down  upon  at  the  Time ;  are  the 
Pencil  Marks  there  ? 
No. 

How  soon  afterwards  was  that  Paper  written  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Was  it  not  written  a  few  Days  ago  ? 
This  was  j  I  have  another  in  Town. 

That  is  not  the  original  Paper  ? 
It  is  just  like  it. 

Who  were  the  Doctors  in  your  District  at  that  Time  ? 
Tilsley  and  Addison. 

Was  there  a  great  Increase  of  Patients  during  that  Interval  of  Three  Weeks 
when  the  Memcal.  Gentlemen  were  attending  the  Poor  as  their  private 
Patients? 

No. 

Did  they  increase  the  Number  of  Visits  ? 
No. 

Will  you  swear  that  you  had  ever  any  Directions  to  be  discreet  in  giving 
your  Orders  before  the  Medical  Men  were  to  be  paid  for  the  Poor  as  for 
common  Patients? 

We  were  always  to  act  with  Discretion. 

What  do  you  understand  by  acting  with  Discretion  ? 

To  be  particular  whom  we  gave  Orders  to ;  whether  they  were  deserving  of 
Medical  Relief  or  not 

Do  you  mean  to  swear  that  those  Orders  were  ever  given  to  you  before  the 
Poor  were  attended  as  common  Patients  ? 
Yes. 

When  did  you  write  that  Paper  ? 
A  few  Days  ago. 

Who  told  you  to  copy  that  from  the  Paper  you  had  before  written  ? 
No  one. 
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Mu  John  cfdnn.       When  were  those  Directions  given  to  you ;  was  it  when  you  were  first 
'  appointed  as  Relieving  Officer  ? 

Yes, 

Was  there  a  Minute  made  to  that  Effect  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Who  gave  them  to  you  ? 

The  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  Mr.  Weale  the  Commissioner. 

Were  all  the  Relieving  Officers  called  in  at  the  same  Time  ? 
Yes. 

And  the  Directions  were  given  to  you  together  ? 
Yes,  they  were  all  given  to  us  in  a  Body. 

Did  the  Chairman  appear  to  be  reading  them  from  any  Paper  before  him  at 
the  Time  ? 

I  do  not  recollect. 

And  that  you  considered  to  be  a  general  Instruction  of  the  Board? 

Yes. 

Then  when  you  received  that  Instruction  during  those  Three  Weeks  you 
did  not  consider  it  a  new  Instruction  but  the  same  as  you  had  before? 
Yes. 

Did  they  not  give  you  Instructions  in  Writing  ? 

No. 

Was  there  not  a  particular  Order  given  you  on  the  14th  of  July  1897,  at 
the  Time  that  the  Medical  Officers  were  attending  the  Paupers  as  private 
Patients  ? 

Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

You  did  not  understand  that  you  were  to  be  stricter  than  before? 
No. 

Do  you  know  a  Gentleman  of  the  Name  of  Brown,  one  of  the  Board  (rf 
Guardians  ? 
Yes. 

Where  does  he  live  ? 
At  Bridgwater. 

How  long  has  he  been  a  Member  of  the  Board  ? 
There  is  one  Mr.  Brown  who  has  been   a  Guardian  for  One  Year  last 
Lady  Day,  and  the  other  was  elected  last  Lady  Day. 

George  Brown,  Esquire  ? 

He  is  a  Magistrate ;  he  has  been  a  Guardian  for  One  Year  before  last 
Lady  Day. 

Was  this  Resolution  of  the  14th  of  July  18S6  communicated  to  you: 
«  Resolved,— That  it  is  the  Duty  of  the  Medical  Officers  to  attend  any 
Pauper  upon  receiving  a  written  Order  to  that  Effect  from  the  Overseer 
of  his  Parish  or  Relieving  Officer  or  other  competent  Authority,  and  that 
such  Attendance  be  continued  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board  or  the 
Patient  be  restored ;  but  it  is  expected  by  the  Board  that  such  Overseer  or 
other  Authority  will  use  great  Discretion  in  granting  such  Orders'*  ? 

I  do  not  recollect 

Were  you  examined  before  Mr.  Weale  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  tell  him  that  you  had  had  the  same  Orders  before  as  you  have  now? 
Yes. 

Will  you  swear  that  ? 

jyjr.  Weale  knew  that  I  had  the  same  Orders^ 
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Will  you  swear  that  you  told  him  so  ?  Mr.  John  chmn. 

No ;  I  did  not  tell  him  so,  because  he  knew  it.  — — 

Though  you  were  examined  before  him  you  did  not  tcU  him  so  ? 
No,  I  dia  not. 

Were  you  referred,  at  the  Time  those  Medical  Officers  were  to  be  paid 
for  attending  the  Paupers  as  for  common  Patients,  to  that  Order  which  had 
passed  the  i  ear  before,  and  directed  to  pay  Attention  to  that  ? 

We  were  called  in,  and  ordered  to  act  with  Discretion  as  to  the  Parties  we 
gave  Orders  to,  and  to  take  care  that  no  Poor  suffered  from  Want  of  Medical 
ReUef. 

You  were  called  in,  and  received  that  Direction  verbally,  at  the  Time  the 
Medical  Gentlemen  were  paid  for  the  Poor  as  for  common  Patients  ? 
Yes. 

Had  you  received  that  Order  the  preceding  Year  ? 

Not  that  we  should  see  that  they  did  not  want,  but  that  we  were  to  use 
Discretion  in  giving  Orders.  We  had  a  particular  Order,  when  the  Medical  Men 
were  to  attend  the  Poor  as  common  Patients,  to  see  that  no  Poor  suffered 
from  Want  of  Medical  Relief;  but  we  were  to  act  with  Discretion,  and  we 
were  to  see  that  no  Poor  suffered  from  Want  of  Medical  Attendance. 

Do  you  remember  giving  an  Order  to  a  Person  of  the  Name  of  Jennings,  a 
Pauper  belonging  to  North  Petiberton,  to  receive  Mediral  Relief? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  remember  bein^  present  at  any  Conversation  upon  that  Subject  ? 
I  do  not  with  that  Jennmgs ;  I  know  the  Man  very  w&L 

Do  you  ever  remember  giving  an  Order  upon  Mr.  Tilsley  for  Medical 
ReKef? 

It  was  Mr.  Parsons  I  think  that  gave  the  Order ;  he  was  woiidng  in  the  same 
Parish. 

Mr.  Parsons  is  a  Magistrate  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  George  Jennings  ? 
A  Gardener. 

Able  to  provide  a  Doctor  for  himself? 
I  do  not  think  he  is. 

What  are  his  Wages  ? 
Nine  Shillings  a  Week. 

Single  Man  ?  ^ 

He  has  a  Wife  and  Four  Children. 

Why  did  you  refuse  the  Order  ? 

I  did  notreftise  the  Order ;  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  it. 

Was  he  in  Employment  at  that  Time  ? 

Yes ;  he  is  always  in  constant  Emplojonent ;  he  never  loses  a  Da/s  Work, 
unless  it  is  for  Sickness,  or  the  Weather  prohibits  him  from  working. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Mr.  JAMES  SOMMERS  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  Mr.  J.  Sammers. 

WHERE  do  you  reside  ? 
At  Othery. 

What  are  you  ? 
I  am  a  Farmer* 
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Mr.Ji  Sommers.        Are  you  a  Guardian  of  the  Bridgwater  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
— — —  I  am. 

When  were  you  elected  ? 

At  the  Commencement  of  the  Union. 

Have  you  remained  a  Guardian  ever  since  ? 
Yes. 

Are  you  a  Guardian  now  ? 
lam. 

Have  you  been  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  all  the  Time  ? 
No ;  I  was  elected  a  Guardian  on  Lady  Day  1836,  and  a  Member  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  Twelve  Months  ago  last  Lady  Day. 

You  were  Guardian  from  1836  to  1837,  and  a  Member  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  from  183?  to  1838  ? 
Yes. 

And  re-elected  in  1838  ? 
Yes. 

In  the  Year  from  1836  to  1837  was  there  a  considerable  Degree  of  Sickness 
in  the  House  ? 

There  was.     I  was  not  at  the  Time  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee. 

After  that,  when  you  came  into  Office  as  a  Visitor  in  March  1837,  was  the 
Sickness  still  continuing  in  the  House  ? 
There  was  Sickness. 

What  Sort  of  Sickness  was  it? 
It  was  called  Diarrhoea. 

As  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  were  you  in  the  habit  of  visiting 
the  Sick  Wards  as  well  as  the  other  Wards  ? 
I  visited  the  whole  House. 

In  what  State  was  the  House  at  that  Time  ? 

The  first  Time  that  I  visited  the  House  there  was  Disease  there,  and  the 
Atmosphere  of  the  House  was  rather  disagreeable. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Date  when  you  first  visited  ? 
No,  I  do  not  J  it  was  shortly  after  Lady  Day  1837. 

Was  the  Smell  of  which  you  have  spoken  a  Smell  arising  from  Confinement 
merely,  or  was  it  a  Smell  as  if  Persons  had  not  been  able  to  retain  their 
Stools  ? 

I  mentioned  the  Circumstance  to  the  Governor  of  the  House,  and  he 
attributed  it  to  the  unsoundness  of  the  Floors ;  it  was  impossible  to  keep  them 
clean ;  that  was  what  he  stated. 

Was  that  Mr.  Gover  ? 
Yes. 

Whiat  did  the  Smell  strike  you  as  being  ? 
Not  at  all  from  the  Stools. 

But  from  some  Defect  in  the  Ventilation  rather  than  from  that  Cause  ? 
Yes. 

How  many  People  were  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  should  suppose,  but  I  cannot  speak  positively,  about  Ninety  in  the 
Bridgwater  House  j  I  mean  in  the  whole  House. 

How  many  were  sleeping  in  a  Bed,  not  in  the  Sick  Ward,  but  in  the  other 
Part  of  the  House  ? 

I  do  not  remember  seeing  more  than  One  in  a  Bed. 

Have  you  ever  been  there  when  the  People  were  in  Bed  ? 
Yes,  I  have  seen  them  in  Bed. 
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At  Night?                                                                                                                            •        Mf.J.Smme^u 
No ;  those  who  were  ill.  

The  Question  referred  to  the  Paupers  that  were  in  Health ;  you  do  not 
know  how  the  Paupers  in  Health  were  accommodated  as  to  Beds  ? 

I  never  heard  any  Complaint,  but  I  was  never  there  during  the  Time  they 
were  in  Bed  at  Night 

Did  you  ever  hear  any  Complaint  at  the  Board  previously  to  your  belong- 
ing to  the  Visiting  Committee  that  there  were  not  sufficient  Beds  ? 
I  do  not  remember  a  Complaint  of  that  Sort  being  made. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  making  any  Complaint  of  that  Sort  respecting 
the  Workhouse  ? 

I  heard  Mn  Baker  complain  that  Sickness  was  prevailing  in  the  House. 

At  what  Time  was  that  ? 

A  little  previous  to  the  Time  of  my  being  elected  a  Member  of  the  Visiting 
Committee. 

Did  he  make  a  Complaint  of  the  way  in  which  the  House  was  crowded  ? 

He  complained  that  there  was  Sickness  in  the  House,  and  he  recommended 
that  no  more  Paupers  should  be  sent  in  ;  and  I  believe  his  Advice  was  attended 
to  as  much  as  we  possibly  could  attend  to  it. 

Was  that  the  first  Time  you  heard  of  any  Sickness  ? 

Yes,  that  was  the  first  Time  I  heard  of  any  serious  Sickness ;  just  before  Lady 
Day  1837. 

Were  you  Guardian  from  the  Beginning  of  the  Union  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  a  pretty  constant  Attendant  ? 

From  the  Return  which  I  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  and  which 
contained  the  Number  of  Attendances  of  each  Guardian,  it  appeared  that  I 
had  attended  during  Three  Quarters  of  the  Year  Forty-three  Meetings. 

In  what  Year? 

From  Midsummer  1836  to  Lady  Day  1837. 

You  were  a  very  constant  Attendant  ? 
Yes. 

You  did  not  omit  a  single  Meeting  ? 

I  omitted  some  Meetings ;  there  were  special  Meetings. 

But  no  regular  Meetings  of  the  Board  Day  you  omitted  ? 
I  believe  I  did  omit  some  ;  I  attended  Forty-three  Meetings. 

Did  you  ever  miss  a  Meeting  on  the  usual  Board  Day  ? 
I  believe  I  did. 

How  many  do  you  think  ? 

I  cannot  speak  to  that ;  very  few. 

Did  you  attend  pretty  constantly  to  the  Business  of  the  Board? 
I  did. 

Did  you  come  early  and  sit  late  ? 
I  did. 

So  that  you  heard  all  that  passed  ? 
Yes. 

And  you  took  an  active  Part  ? 
Yes. 

You  were  anxious  for  the  well- working  of  this  Bill  ? 
I  was. 

And  you  have  taken  pains  as  one  of  the  Guardians,  and  attended  the  Board 
pretty  constantly  ? 
Very  few  more  so* 
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Mr.  J.  Sommer$.        I^d  you  hear  up  to  this  Time  of  Mn  Baker  making  any  Complaint^  or  did 

.  you  hear  in  the  Board  any  Complaint  made,  either  by  the  Viaiting  Committee 

or  by  any  other  Gentleman,  or  by  the  Doctors,  of  there  being  a  great  deal  of 

Illness  in  the  House  ? 

The  first  Complaint  that  I  can  call  to  my  RecoUection  was  from  Mr.  leaker. 

When  was  that? 

A  little  previous  to  Lady  Day,  just  before  I  was  elected  Member  of  the 
Visiting  Committee. 

Was  that  the  first  Time  you  heard  of  any  Complaint  of  great  Sickness  in 
the  House  ? 

I  do  not  remember  hearing  any  Complaint  of  any  thing  serious  in  the  House 
before  that 

Was  the  Visiting  Committee^s  Book  laid  before  the  Board  every  Week  ? 
It  was. 

Was  it  examined  ? 
Yes. 

Were  ^ou  in  the  habit  of  examining  it  yourself? 
Sometimes. 

Did  you  ever  collect  from  that  that  there  was  any  serious  Illness  in  the 
House  ? 

I  did  not.  The  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  was  read  aloud  to  the 
Board  j  I  believe  scarcely  ever  omitted. 

And  you  did  not  collect  from  that  that  there  was  any  serious  Illness  in  the 
House  ? 
No. 

Was  your  Impression  at  that  Time  that  there  was  a  very  prevailing  Illness 
in  the  House,  or  not? 

I  had  no  Impression  that  there  was  any»  Malady. 

Was  the  Board  ever  informed  by  the  Visiting  Committee  or  the  Medical 
Men  that  there  was  infectious  Disorder  in  the  House  ? 
I  never  heard  any  such  Complaint  made. 

Did  the  Governor  attend  at  the  Board  ? 
He  was  occasionally  called  before  the  Board. 

He  attended  sometimes  before  the  Board  ? 

Yes ;  sometimes  he  brought  in  some  Book  to  the  Board. 

Did  he  attend  always  with  his  Book  ? 

No. 

Did  he  not  attend  with  the  Book  of  the  Workhouse,  the  Discharge  and 
Admission  Book  ? 

He  mav  have  done  so ;  I  am  not  certain  as  to  the  Number  of  Books  that 
he  brought. 

You  are  not  certain  whether  he  came  every  Time  ? 
No. 

Could  he  have  come  if  he  chose  ? 
Yes ;  I  see  no  Reason  to  prevent  him. 

Did  he  ever  complain  that  the  House  was  over  crowded,  and  that  there  was 
an  Infection  in  the  House  ? 

I  never  heard  any  such  Complaint  from  the  Governor. 

From  the  Medical  Men  ? 

The  Medical  Men  addressed  a  Letter  sometimes  to  the  Board. 

On  the  25th  of  October  was  that  ? 

I  cannot  state.  ' 

Do  you  recollect  the  Purport  of  the  Letter  ? 

It  was  something  with  respect  to  the  Dietary }  he  recommended  Milk. 

14  From 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.      104S 

From  whom  was  it  that  that  Recomm^dation  came ;  from  Mr.  King  or    Mr*  J*  Sommers. 
from  Mr.  Poole?  ■  ' 

I  believe  from  Mr.  King. 

Is  this  the  Letter  you  allude  to:  *<0n  resuming  my  Duties  at  the  Work* 
house  I  found  that  the  Board  had  ordered  that  Oatmeal  should  be  used  for  the 
Children  instead  of  Milk.  For  some  Days  I  watched  the  Result,  which  was 
given  to  the  Visiting  Committee  as  producing  Diarrhoea ;  some  Days  after 
many  of  the  Children  became  affected.*'  Is  that  the  Letter  you  allude  to  ? 

I  believe  it  is. 

What  was  done  in  consequence  of  that  Letter ;  do  you  recollect  ? 

I  beheve  whenever  the  M!edical  Officer  proposed  any  Change  of  the  Dietary 
it  was  strictly  adhered  to. 

That  is.  his  Proposal  was  adopted  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect,  in  point  of  fact,  what  was  done  in  consequence  of  this 
Letter  that  was  received  from  Mr.  Abraham  King  on  the  25th  of  October  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  recollect  there  being  a  Letter  from  Mr.  Poole  on  the  following 
Board  Day,  the  1st  of  November,  stating  that  great  Benefit  had  been  derived 
from  the  Alterations  that  had  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the  Directions 
oi  the  Board  of  Guardians,  given  in  compliance  with  that  Letter  ? 

I  cannot  say  that  I  do  remember  it. 

Was  there  ever  any  Statement  made  by  any  Person  that  the  Diet  Table 
was  unwholesome,  and  that  the  Diet  Table  was  producing  Disease  in  the 
House? 

There  was  a  Suggestion  of  that  Sort  made  about  Lady  Day  I8S7. 

But  previous  to  that  ? 

Not  I  do  not  believe  there  was. 

Previous  to  that  you  never  heard  any  thing  of  the  Sort  suggested  by  the 
Visiting  Committee,  or  by  the  Medical  Men,  or  by  the  Governor  ? 
No. 

Did  vou  ever  hear  of  the  Governor  being  ill,  and  having  caught  the  Infection 
himself? 
I  remember  the  Governor  being  ill. 

What  did  you  understand  was  the  Nature  of  his  Disease  ? 
I  understood  it  was  Diarrhoea. 

Was  it  stated  to  the  Board  that  that  was  owing  to  Infection  caught  in  the 
House  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  was  or  not ;  I  remember  that  he  was  ill,  and 
diat  be  left  the  House  for  a  short  Time. 

Had  you  heard  of  there  being  any  infectious  Complaint  or  any  great  Extent 
of  Malady  in  the  House  till  Mr.  Baker  made  this  Complaint,  just  before  Lady 
Day  1837? 

That  was  the  first  serious  Complaint  I  heard. 

In  what  Way  did  he  make  the  Complaint  ?    There  is  a  Bye  Law  in  your 
Board  that  nobody  is  to  make  a  Motion  except  in  Writing,  is  there  not  ? 
That  is  one  of  our  Bye  Laws,  that  all  Motions  are  to  be  made  in  Writing* 

Have  you  any  Rule  as  to  the  Time  of  making  Motions,  either  before  the 
Admissicm  of  Paupers  or  subsequentlv  ? 

I  think  at  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  Motions  were  made  some  Time 
previous  to  going  into  the  Pauper  List ;  but  some  Time  since  I  have  been  a 
Guardian  there  was  a  Motion  made  that  after  reading  the  Minutes  we  should 
go  into  the  Pauper  List,  in  order  not  to  detain  the  Paupers  so  long. 

Then  the  Motions  are  made  after  the  Pauper  List  has  been  examined  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  J,  Sommm.        ^^^  that  Practice  exist  at  the  Time  Mr.  Baker  made  his  Motion  ? 
..^_«p«...^  No  J  it  has  been  since  adopted. 

So  that  at  that  Time  the  Motions  were  made  before  you  went  into  the 
Pauper  List  ? 

I  believe  they  were. 

Did  Mr.  Baker  make  a  regular  Motion  ? 
I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

Did  he  make  a  Speech,  and  propose  a  Motion,  and  discuss  the  Matter? 
I  believe  not. 

You  heard  something  fall  from  him  upon  that  Subject  ? 
Yes  J  I  heard  from  Mr.  Baker  this, — that  he  would  urge  upon  the  Board  not 
to  press  more  Paupers  in,  as  there  was  Disease  in  the  Workhouse. 

At  what  Time  was  it  that  Mr.  Baker  made  this  Observation ;  was  it  at  the 
Time  of  making  Motions,  or  at  any  other  Time  of  the  Proceedings  ? 
I  think  it  was  previous  to  going  into  the  Pauper  List. 

Did  he  urge  that  publicly  in  a  Speech  ? 

Yes  J  he  did  not  speak  to  any  great  Length;  he  merely  made  an  Obser- 
vation that  there  was  a  Disease  in  the  House. 

Did  he  state  that  that  was  an  infectious  Disease  ? 

No.  I  never  understood  it  to  be  an  infectious  Disease  j  I  understood  it 
was  Diarrhoea. 

He  did  not  make  the  Motion  in  Writing  ? 
No.- 

Was  there  any  thing  stated  by  any  body  at  that  Time,  either  by  the  Chidr- 
man  or  by  any  body  else,  with  a  view  to  put  him  down,  and  prevent  his 
making  the  Motion  ? 

Never ;  I  never  observed  any  such  Conduct  from  the  Chairman  to  any 
Gruardian. 

You  have  observed  Mr.  Warry's  Conduct  pretty  accurately ;  has  it  been 
such  that  any  Guardian  was  afraid  of  ofiering  any  (Jpinion,  and  was  put  down 
when  he  expressed  an  Opinion  ? 

Certainly  not ;  I  have  never  myself  hesitated,  and  never  shall  in  expressing 
an  Opinion. 

Have  you  made  any  Motions  ? 
Yes. 

Have  they  always  been  in  accordance  with  Mr.  Warry^s  Wishes  ? 
Not  at  all  Times. 

Does  he  vote  ? 

I  never  saw  the  Chairman  vote,  as  far  as  Mr.  Warry  is  concerned,  but  on 
one  Occasion,  and  that  was  on  the  Election  of  the  Master  of  the  House. 


If  some  of  the  Proposals  that  you  made  were  not  in  accordance 
Mr.  Warry's  Opinions,  did  Mr.  Warry  put  you  down  or  prevent  you  fix)ffi 
stating  what  you  wished  to  state,  or  from  moving  what  you  wished  to  move? 

Never. 

Did  he  do  any  thing  on  this  Occasion  to  prevent  Mr.  Baker  from  makii^  a 
Motion  ? 
.No,  he  did  not. 

Did  Mr.  Baker  propose  that  the  Dietary  should  be  altered  ? 
As  far  as  I  recollect  Mr.  Baker  did  not  propose  it  j  I  think  it  came  from 
Mr.  King  the  Medical  OflBcen 

At  what  Time  ? 
About  Lady  Day  1837. 

But  Mr.  Baker  proposed  that  they  should  not  send  more  Paupers  than  could 
be  avoided  into  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

Was 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.      1047 

Was  that  Suggestion  compUed  with  ?  .  ^^.  j.  Sommers. 

I  believe  it  was,  as  far  as  practicable ;  that  was  the  Impression  upon  my       . 
Mind. 

Do  you  recollect  at  a  former  Time  a  Letter  coming  from  Mr.  King 
suggesting  that  Paupers  with  ulcerated  sore  Legs  should  not  be  admitted  into 
the  House  ? 

I  cannot  say  that  I  do  remember  it. 

You  say  that  you  never  heard  any  Proposal  made  with  respect  to  altering 
the  Dietary  of  the  Persons  in  Health  in  the  Workhouse  before  Lady  Day  ? 
About  Lady  Day ;  I  cannot  speak  to  the  Week. 

Are  you  quite  sure  that  no  Proposal  was  made  before  Lady  Day  as  to  altering 
the  Diet? 
I  believe  it  was  about  Lady  Day  1837,  a  short  Time  previously. 

Are  you  sure  that  there  was  no  Conversation  at  the  Board  with  respect  to  the 
Possibility  of  the  Diet  generally  being  altered,  not  with  reference  to  the 
Sick  only  ?  Did  you  ever  hear  the  Medical  Officers  told  that  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Diet  of  the  Persons  in  Health,  but  that  they  might  order  what 
they  pleased  for  the  Persons  who  were  sick  ? 

I  do  not  remember  any  Conversation  of  that  Sort ;  but  certainly  that  was 
the  Impression  upon  my  Mind  that  that  was  the  Case,  and  that  the  Medical 
Officers  had  no  Authority  whatever  to  order  for  those  in  Health. 

Whatever  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  might  be  they  had  no  Authority  to 
order  for  those  in  Health,  but  they  had  Authority  to  order  for  those  who  were 
sick? 

As  far  as  those  in  Health  are  concerned  that  is  my  Impression. 

When  Mr.  Baker  stated  this  at  the  Board;  just  before  Lady  Day  1837,  what 
was  Mr.  Warry's  Answer  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

What  was  it  that  Mr.  Baker  stated  ? 

He  stated  that  there  was  Disease  prevailing  in  the  House,  and  therefore  he 
would  recommend  that  no  more  Paupers  be  sent  in. 

What  was  the  Answer  he  received  from  Mr.  Warry  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  he  told  that  the  House  would  hold  more,  and  therefore  that  more  must 
be  sent  in  ? 
I  do  not  remember  that  he  was. 

Can  you  state  that  he  was  not  told  so? 
No,  I  cannot. 

Can  you  state  that  he  was  told  that  the  House  being  calculated  for  140  there 
was  still  Room  for  a  Number  of  Paupers,  and  that  they  must  be  sent  in  ? 
No  J  I  do  not  remember  such  a  Conversation  taking  place. 

Can  you  say  that  such  an  Answer  was  not  given  to  him  ? 

No. 

But  you  can  say  that  the  Guardians  abstained  as  much  as  they  could  from 
sending  in  Paupers  ? 
Yes,  I  can. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  going  in  ? 
I  do  not  particularly  recollect  him. 

Did  you  ever  hear  any  Proposal  made  that  the  Diet  should  be  altered  for 
both  the  sick  and  the  healthy,  on  account  of  the  Gruel  being  unwholesome 
for  the  Paupers  ? 

A  short  Time  previous  to  Lady  Day  I  did  hear  that  Proposal. 

Who  made  that  ? 

It  was  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee;  whether  it  was  Mr.  Ruddock 
or  not  I  am  not  certain^ 
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Mr.  /.  Soffmers.        ^^^  Mr.  Wany  upon  that  Occasion  say  that  he  could  not  ptrt  such  a  Reso- 
'  lution  from  the  Chau*  ? 

I  do  not  think  he  did. 

That  it  was  contrary  to  the  Orders  of  the  Poor  Law  Coaunisaiofiei^  and  tbat 
he  could  not  put  such  a  Motion  from  the  Chair  ? 

Such  a  Motion  was  put,  that  Application  be  made  to  the  CommisatQoers  lor 
Permission  to  alter  the  Dietary. 

That  was  after  Lady  Day  ? 
It  was. 

But  before  Lady  Day  was  the  Person  who  moved  that  told  by  Mr.  Warry 
that  he  could  not  put  such  a  Question  as  that  from  the  Chair  ? 
I  do  not  believe  he  was. 

Are  you  sure  that  he  was  not  ? 

I  cannot  swear  that  he  was  not»  but  I  do  not  believe  he  waa. 

If  a  Person  has  said  that  Mr.  Wany  did  so^  you  cannot  swear  that  that 
Person  has  said  what  is  not  true  ? 

No,  I  cannot.  I  do  not  remember  such  an  Observation  being  made  by 
Mr.  Warry. 

Do  you  remember  the  Governor  being  ill  ? 
I  know  that  he  was  ill. 

Of  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  heard  so. 

He  was  ill  for  some  Time  ? 
I  cannot  say  how  long. 

Did  you  hear  of  his  Wife  having  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
No  J  I  do  not  remember  that 

Did  you  never  hear  of  his  Children  having  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  never  heard  any  Conversation  respecting  the  Children. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  they  had  it? 
No. 

Were  vou  present  when  the  Governor  or  somebody  upon  his  Part  asked  for 
Leave  of  Absence  for  him  ? 
I  believe  I  was. 

Upon  what  Ground  was  Leave  of  Absence  asked  for  him  ? 
Upon  the  Ground  of  his  being  ill  of  this  Diarrhoea. 

And  that  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  have  Change  of  Air;  was  tbat 
stated  ? 

That  was  recommended  by  the  Medical  Officer, — ^that  Change  of  Air  would 
be  beneficial  to  his  Health. 

That  was  reported  to  the  Board? 
Yes. 

And  was  the  Ground  of  his  having  Leave  of  Absence  ? 
Yes. 

At  what  Time  was  that  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  it  not  the  very  Beginning  of  March  1837  ? 

I  should  think  it  must  have  been  about  that  lime,  but  I  cannot  say  whether 
it  was  or  was  not 

And  he  stayed  away  Three  Wedts  ? 

I  do  not  know  the  Time;  he  stayed  away  a  short  Time. 

Was  Mr.  Parsons  at  that  Time  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee? 
I  believe  he  was. 
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Did  he  never  say  any  thing  at  the  Board  of  this  Diarrhoea  being  infectious  ?    Mt.  j.  Sommers. 
I  do  not  remember  that  he  did.  ..«.^«_^ 

Do  you  remember  his  ever  having  stated  in  the  Board  that  he  had  been 
wamea  not  to  go  into  the  Sick  Wards  ? 
Never. 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  that  Fact,  that  the  Visiting  Committee  were  warned 
not  to  go  into  the  Sick  Wards  ? 

It  is  the  first  Time  that  I  have  heard  such  a  Thing  mentioned, — that  they 
were  warned  not  to  go. 

Did  YOU  ever  during  that  Time  make  any  particular  Inquiries  as  to  the 
State  or  the  House  yourself  previous  to  Lady  Day  1837? 
No,  I  did  not 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  coming  with  the  Death  Book,  and  producing 
that  before  the  Board,  and  stating  how  many  Deaths  had  taken  place  ? 
I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

Could  he  have  done  so  when  you  were  present  without  your  seeing  it? 
No ;  I  should  think  not 

Then  you  do  not  remember  his  ever  having  come  to  the  Board  with  the 
Death  Book,  stating  the  Number  of  Deaths  that  there  were  in  it,  and  im- 
pressing upon  the  Board  the  Necessity  of  doing  something  in  consequence  of 
the  Disease  that  was  raging  in  the  House  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  it.     I  do  not  mean  to  swear  that  he  did  not. 

Could  such  a  Thing  have  happened  without  your  remembering  it,  if  you 
were  present? 

Yes,  it  may  have  happened.  Not  making  a  Minute  of  those  Things,  we 
cannot  carry  all  those  Tnings  in  our  Memory.  I  have  other  Business  to  attend 
to  besides  the  Business  of  the  Board* 

Did  he  refer  to  the  Death  Book,  and  did  he  make  a  Proposal  that  no  more 
Paupers  should  be  admitted  into  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  reitiember  that  he  did. 

About  the  Middle  of  December  1836  did  you  hear  any  Complaint  of  the 
State  of  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  remember  any  particular  Complaint. 

Do  you  remember  any  thing  being  said  about  removing  some  of  the  Chil- 
dren from  the  House  in  consequence  of  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

The  Children  were  removed  at  different  Times  to  the  North  Ptetherton 
House. 

When  was  the  Order  given  for  the  Removal  of  the  Children? 
I  cannot  say. 

Was  it  the  Middle  of  December  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Do  you  know  why  they  were  to  be  removed  ? 

I  suppose  that  there  was  more  Room  in  the  Petherton  House  than  in  the 
Bridgwater. 

Do  you  know  what  was  the  Cause  of  their  Removal,  or  do  you  not  ? 

We  generally  sent  the  Children  to  the  North  Petherton  House.  I  do  not 
remember  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  Disease  prevailing  in  the  Bridg- 
water Workhouse. 

When  you  say  generally,  do  you  mean  that  it  was  done  before  December, 
or  was  there  not  a  particular  Order  given  in  December  for  the  Removal  of  some 
of  the  Children  to  Petherton  ? 

There  might  have  been,  but  I  cannot  call  it  to  Remembrance. 

Then  you  do  not  know  the  Grounds  upon  which  that  took  place  ? 
No. 

(151.29.)  6  R  Were 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1050    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.j.Suwmersy        Were  you  in  the  habit  of  sending  Children  to  the  North  Petherton  House 

at  the  Beginning  of  the  Union  ? 

Yes ;  we  took  the  North  Petherton  House  very  shortly  after  taking  the 
Bridgwater  House,  and  our  Plan  was  to  send  the  Children  there ;  we  had  a 
Schoolmistress  there. 

Upon  your  Oath,  were  they  not  sent  there  because  they  were  ill,  and  to 
have  a  different  Air  ? 

Upon  my  Oath,  I  do  not  remember  that  that  was  the  Case. 

Will  you  swear  it  was  not  ? 
I  will  not. 

The  North  Petherton  House  was  originally  taken  for  the  Paupers,  but  the 
Children  were  sent  there  because  it  was  more  convenient  to  have  the  Children 
there,  in  order  to  make  more  Room  in  the  otlier  House ;  was  that  so  ? 

Yes,  that  was  the  Case ;  we  appointed  a  Schoolmistress  at  North  Petherton; 
there  was  none  in  Bridgwater. 

^  When  was  she  appointed  ? 

A  very  short  Time  after  the  House  was  taken. 

When  was  the  House  taken  ? 

A  short  Time  after  the  Commencement  of  the  Union. 

You  do  not  know  whether  this  Order  for  the  Removal  of  the  Children  in 
December  was  given  in  consequence  of  the  Disease  in  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  know  tliat  it  was. 

Will  you  swear  it  was  not? 

No,  1  will  not.  I  will  swear  that  the  House  was  not  taken  for  the  express 
Purpose  of  removing  them. 

Do  you  remember  whether  the  whole  of  the  Children  who  the  Board  con- 
sidered  would  be  likely  to  be  permanent  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse  were 
removed  to  North  Petherton  Workhouse,  and  that  those  Children  whose 
Parents  were  considered  to  have  come  in  temporarily  were  allowed  to  remain 
in  Bridgwater  Workhouse  j  was  that  the  Lme  of  Distinction  made  by  the 
Guardians  ? 

I  do  not  believe  we  made  that  Distinction.  The  North  Petherton  House 
was  used  for  Children  in  general.  Very  few  adult  Paupers  were  sent  to  the 
Petherton  House. 

How  came  it  then  that  there  were  any  Children  in  the  Bridgwater  House  ? 

That  was  taken  previously  to  the  other,  and  then  it  was  recommended  that 
the  other  be  also  taken,  considering  the  Bridgwater  House  not  sufficient  to 
contain  all  the.  Paupers  which  it  was  necessary  to  take  into  the  House. 

Do  you  remember  whether  there  were  at  any  Time  many  Children  in  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 

Not  being  a  Visitor  at  the  Time  I  cannot  say  how  many  there  were. 

Gover  had   the  Management  of  the  North  Petherton   Workhouse,  had 
he  not  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  send  those  whom  he  thought  fit  to  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse 
without  an  Order  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  or  the  Visiting  Committee,  or  was 
it  done  by  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

I  do  not  know  that. 

The  North  Petherton  House  .was  not  given  up  during  the  Time  that  you 
were  a  Member  of  the  Committee  ? 
No. 

Did  you  give  Orders  about  removing  Children,  or  was  it  left  to  the 
Governor  ? 

I  never  remember  to  have  given  an  Order  myself. 

Were  they  removed  by  the  Governor  without  an  Order  of  the  Visiting 
Committee? 

I  really  cannot  speak  positively  to  that* 
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You  never  heard  or  had  any  Reason  to  conclude  that  there  was  any  conta-  Mr.  j.  Sommers. 

ous  or  infectious  Disorder  there  during  the  Winter  of  1836,  during  which *■ 

ime  you  were  Guardian  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 
I  never  heard  that  there  was  any  infectious  Disease  in  the  House. 

Up  to  Lady  Day  1837  you  never  heard  of  it  ? 

No. 

You  became  a  Guardian  in  Lady  Day  1836  ?  ' 

Yes. 

You  were  Guardian  up  to  1837  ? 
I  was. 

Will  you  swear  that  there  were  not  repeatedly  from  Time  to  Time  Applica- 
tions from  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  during  that  Period,  stating 
that  the  Diarrhoea  was  prevailing  to  a  very  great  Extent  in  the  Workhouse? 

I  remember  Mr.  Baker  complaining  a  short  Time  previous  to  Lady  Day. 

How  long  before  Lady  Day  ? 
I  cannot  speak  to  a  Week. 

Will  you  swear  that  it  was  not  over  and  over  ajjain  discussed  at  the  Board, 
on  the  Application  of  a  Visiting  Guardian,  the  Subject  of  the  Diarrhoea  prevail- 
ing  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  do  not  remember  its  being  discussed. 

Will  you  swear  that  it  was  never  discussed  j  because,  as  you  were  a  constant 
Attendant,  you  must  know  it  ? 
It  was  stated  by  Mr.  Baker  a  short  Time  before  Lady  Day. 

Will  you  swear  that,  long  before  that  Application  of  Mr.  Baker,  it  was  not 
stated,  by  different  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  who  attended,  that 
there  was  Diarrhoea  prevailing  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  will  not  swear  that  it  was  not  stated. 

Do  not  you  know  that  it  was  ? 
I  do  not. 

Will  you  swear  that  long  and  long  before  Lady  Day  1837  it  was  not  stated 
that  the  Diarrhoea  had  got  to  such  a  Height  that  it  was  become  infectious  in 
the  Workhouse? 

I  will  not  swear  that  it  was  not  stated  ;,  I  will  swear  that  I  do  not  remember 
its  being  stated. 

Is  it  possible  that  you,  an  attentive  Guardian,  could  have  sat  at  that  Board, 
and  if  those  Things  were  stated  you  must  not  have  heard  them  and  remembered 
them  ? 

Things  might  have  been  stated  which  might  have  escaped  my  Memory. 

Was  it  not  a  Matter  of  Discussion  at  the  Board  frequently? 
I  do  not  believe  that  it  was. 

Will  you  swear  that  it  was  not  ? 
I  will  not  swear  that  it  was  not. 

Not  confining  you  to  One  Time,  but,  upon  your  solemn  Oath,  was  it  not 
over  and  over  again  stated  at  the  Board,  by  different  Members  of  it,  that  there 
was  Diarrhoea  prevailing  to  the  Degree  of  its  being  infectious  ? 

Upon  my  solemn  Oath  I  do  not  remember  its  being  discussed  over  and 
over  again  long  before  Lady  Day. 

Did  you  hear  it  once  discussed  ? 
No. 

Did  you  hear  it  mentioned  ? 
It  might  have  been  mentioned. 

Upon  your  Oath  was  it  not  ?  , 

I  will  not  swear  that  it  was  not 
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Mr.  J.  Sommers.        Do  you  remember  the  Medical  Men  applying  to  the  Board  for  an  Alteratioo 
I  of  the  Dietary  in  consequence  of  the  Diarrhoea  prevailing  ? 

As  far  as  I  can  remember  the  Application  was  about  Lady  Day  1837. 

Upon  your  solemn  Oath  was  it  not  made  long  before  ?  ^ 

I  do  not  believe  it  was. 

Upon  your  Oath  was  it  not  agreed  to  as  far  as  regarded  those  that  were 
actually  ill,  and  did  not  the  Chairman  tell  the  Person  who  made  the  Appli. 
cation,  when  he  asked  to  have  the  Indulgence  extended  to  those  that  were  not 
ill,  that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  that? 

The  Orders  of  the  Medical  Men  were  always  agreed  to  with  respect  to  the 
Dietary  of  the  sick  Inmates  of  the  House. 

When  the  Medical  Man  applied  to  have  the  Dietary  altered,  was  it  altered 
as  to  the  Sick,  and  was  he  not  told  that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  those  who 
were  well  ? 

I  do  not  recollect 

Upon  your  Oath  was  he  not  told  so  by  the  Chairman  ? 
Upon  my  solemn  Oath  I  do  not  recollect. 

When  was  it  that  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  was  taken  ill ;  how  long 
before  Lady  Day  ? 

I  cannot  speak  exactly  to  the  Day* 

Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not  know  that  his  Wife  and  his  Children  were 
also  ill  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  will  swear  that  I  did  not  know  it. 

Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not  hear  it  ? 
I  will  not  swear  that  I  did  not  hear  it. 

Will  you  swear  that  you  were  not  cautioned  not  to  go  into  the  House  ? 
I  will  swear  positively  that  I  was  not  cautioned. 

You  have  said  that  you  heard  something  at  the  Board  about  not  sending  in 
more  Paupers,  for  that  there  was  a  Disease  in  the  House  ? 
That  is  the  Case. 

After  that  were  there  not  many  more  Paupers  sent  in  ? 
I  cannot  swear  that  there  were  not. 

Did  you  not  know  Week  by  Week  how  many  were  sent  in  ? 

I  cannot  call  to  my  Recollection  how  many  we  sent  in  weekly ;  that  was  the 
Impression  upon  my  Mind,  that  we  sent  as  few  in  as  possible  knowing  that 
there  was  Disease  in  the  House,  and  I  should  hope  that  that  was  the  Impression 
upon  the  Mind  of  every  Guardian  present. 

Will  you  undertake  to  say  that  within  a  Month  afterwards  there  were  not 
Twenty  sent  in  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

You  say  that  you  do  not  very  accurately  recollect  every  thing  that  passed 
at  the  Board  ;  but  you  never  received,  though  you  were  constantly  attending 
the  Board,  an  Impression  from  any  thing  that  did  pass  that  there  was  an 
Infection  in  the  House,  or  a  greater  Portion  of  Disease  in  the  House  than 
out  of  it? 

Till  a  short  Time  before  Lady  Day  I  had  not  that  Impression. 

From  the  Beginning  of  the  Union  up  to  Lady  Day,  or  a  short  Time  previous 
to  Lady  Day,  though  you  were  attending  constantly  at  the  Board,  though  you 
had  your  Eyes  open,  and  were  awake  to  all  that  passed  at  the  Board,  you 
never  went  away  with  the  Impression  that  there  was  an  infectious  Disorder  in 
the  House,  or  a  Disorder  so  great  that  there  was  any  Objection  to  sending 
fresh  Paupers  into  the  House  ? 

I  never  had  such  an  Impression. 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  the  House  being  crowded? 

I  think  Mr.  Baker  was  the  principal  Person  that  spoke  of  its  being  crowded. 

When 
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When  was  that  ?  Mr.  J.  Sommets. 

A  short  Time  before  Lady  Day.  

Was  Mn  Baker  a  pretty  constant  Attendant  at  the  Board  ? 
He  was  not  regular ;  he  attended  as  much  as  most  Guardians. 

And  did  he  frequently  bring  forward  the  crowded  State  of  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

But  you  heard  him  state  that  the  House  was  crowded  ? 

The  principal  Thing  I  beard  him  say  was,  that  there  was  Disease  there, 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  House  was  crowded  if  there  was  no 
Disease  in  the  House,  but  that  as  there  was  Disease  he  would  recommend  no 
more  Paupers  to  be  sent  in. 

And  that  was  just  before  the  Period  of  Election, — -just  before  you  ceased 
to  be  Guardian? 
Just  before  I  ceased  to  be  Guardian. 

Do  you  recollect  how  long  before  ? 
I  cannot  recollect. 

A  Month  ? 

It  may  have  been  a  Fortnight  or  Three  Weeks  or  a  Month. 

Did  you  ever  hear  a  Complaint  that  there  were  not  Beds  enough  in  the 
House? 

There  might  have  been  Applications  for  Beds,  and  I  believe  they  were  sent 
if  there  were  more  wanted. 

Whose  Business  was  it  to  make  those  Applications  ? 
The  Visiting  Committee.  i 

Was  any  Application  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ever  refused  ? 
Never. 

Did  the  Visiting  Committee  occasionally  order  those  Things  without  the 
previous  Sanction  of  the  Board? 

Not  very  extensively ;  they  may  to  a  small  Extent  have  ordered  Things, 
but  generally  a  Report  was  made  of  what  was  wanted,  and  it  was  put 
by  the  Chairman,  <<Is  it  the  Pleasure  of  the  Board  that  such  Things  be 
ordered  ?" 

And  it  was  never  refused  ? 
I  never  heard  it  refused. 

Will  vou  take  upon  yourself  to  say  that  it  was  never  refused  ? 
I  believe  it  never  was  refused. 

You  say  it  was  about  a  Month  before  Lady  Day  that  you  heard  that  the 
House  was  infectious ;  how  many  were  sent  into  the  House  between  that 
Period  and  the  Time  when  you  became  Visitor  ? 

I  cannot  say. 

Ten? 

There  may  have  been  Ten. 

Thirty? 

Certainly  there  were  not  Thirty. 

You  have  stated  that  you  were  not  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee 
previous  to  Ladv  Day  1837»    Do  you  reside  in  the  Town  of  Bridgwater  ? 
Seven  Miles  from  Bridgwater. 

The  Board  of  Guardians  does  not  meet  at  the  Workhouse,  does  it  ? 
It  did  not  then,  it  met  at  the  Town  Hall. 

Though  you  were  not  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  did  you  yourself  visit 
the  House  between  October  1836  and  March  183?  ? 

I  did  not  make  a  Practice  of  visiting  the  House  j  I  believe  I  was  in  the 
House. 
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Mr.j.Sommers.        Did  vou  for  your  personal  Satisfaction  go  into  the  House  to  see  what  the 

State  of  it  was  ? 

I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

Then  you  cannot  state  of  your  own  Knowledge  any  thing  that  occurred  in 
the  House,  but  you  trusted  to  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  and  the 
Books  which  were  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

That  is  what  we  have  to  trust  to* 

Did  you  yourself  ever  examine  the  Sick  Book  of  the  Workhouse  to  see 
whether  there  was  any  Disease  in  the  House  ? 
No,  I  do  not  believe  that  I  did. 

Those  Books  would  if  they  had  been  examined  have  shown  the  Number  of 
Persons  sick  in  the  Workhouse  and  the  Number  who  had  died  ? 
They  ought  certainly  to  have  shown  that. 

But  you  did  not  happen  to  examine  those  Books  to  satisfy  yourself  whether 
there  was  or  was  not  Disease  in  the  House  at  that  Period  ? 
I  do  not  remember  examining  them. 

Did  you  or  did  you  not  hear  that  in  the  Month  of  December  the  House 
was  so  full  that  when  a  Pauper  and  his  Family  who  were  ordered  to  come  in, 
did  so,  it  was  necessary  to  remove  a  Corpse  from  the  Bed  that  that  Corpse  had 
occupied  in  order  to  provide  Accommodation  for  this  Family  ? 

I  did  not  hear  it. 

Are  you  aware  that  during  the  Prevalence  of  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  the 
Sick  Wards  were  so  offensive  in  consequence  of  Disease  that  the  Effluvia 
therefrom  reached  the  Kitchen  ? 

I  entered  the  House  previous  to  Lady  Day  1837,  hut  never  walked  over  the 
House. 

Did  you  go  into  the  Kitchen  ? 
The  Sitting-room  I  went  into. 

During  the  Prevalence  of  the  Diarrhoea  did  you  ever  enter  the  Workhouse? 
I  believe  Diarrhoea  was  prevailing  when  I  first  visited  it ;  it  was  about  Lady 
Day  1837. 

Did  you  ever  yourself  perceive  or  hear  others  state  that  they  had  perceived 
this  very  obnoxious  Smell  in  the  Workhouse  in  consequence  of  this  prevailing 
Disease  ? 

I  never  observed  it. 

You  did  not  observe  any  Smell  ? 

The  first  Time  I  visited  it  as  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  I  observed 
a  Smell  which  was  -disagreeable  in  the  House. 

When  you  went  as  Visitor  you  perceived  this  disagreeable  Smell  j  you  had 
never  heard  of  the  disagreeable  Smell  before  that?* 
No,  I  had  not,  to  the  best  of  my  Remembrance. 

Were  you  surprised  at  it  ? 
X  es. 

If  vou  had  heard  of  it  before  you  would  not,  of  course,   have  been  sur- 
prisea  ? 
No. 

In  what  Part  of  the  House  was  it  ? 
In  the  Rooms  above  Stairs. 

The  Sitting-room,  or  the  Bed-rooms  ? 
The  Bed-rooms. 

The  Sick  Wards? 
Generally  over  the  House. 

Did  it  extend  to  the  Kitchen  ? 
I  do  not  remember  that  it  did. 
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What  Sort  of  Smell  was  it ;  was  it  a  Smell  arising  from  Human  Ordure  in     Mr.  J.  Sommers. 

the  House  or  arising  from  Drains  or  any  other  Circumstance  ?  

From  Closeness. 

Want  of  Ventilation, 

Yes. 

You  have  said  that  the  Floors  were  in  a  very  bad  State  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ask  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  the  Cause  of  the  Smell  ? 
I  did. 

What  was  it  you  said  to  him  ? 

I  remarked  that  it  was  very  disagreeable,  and  he  accounted  for  it  by  saying 
the  Floors  were  in  a  decayed  State,  and  that  it  was  difficult  to  keep  tnem 
clean. 

Are  you  sure  about  that  ? 
Yes. 

Can  you  recollect  the  Words  which  he  made  use  of  ? 

That  the  Floors  were  old,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  keep  them  clean. 

Were  the  Floors  very  much  Worm-eaten  or  rotten  ? 
Worm-eaten,  as  old  Floors  are  in  ancient  Houses. 

Were  they  washed  frequently  ? 
They  were. 

When  washed  a  large  Portion  of  the  Moisture  might  drain  through  them, 
and  remain  there,  giving  out  a  noxious  Smell  ? 

Yes. 

You  have  been  over  Rooms  where  the  Floor  is  getting  rotten  ? 
I  have. 

Was  it  any  thing  like  that  Smell  ? 
I  cannot  say  that  it  was. 

But  Gover  told  you  that  that  was  the  Cause  of  the  Smell  ? 
Yes. 

You  accounted  for  it  to  yourself  from  Want  of  Ventilation,  or  being  too 
closely  inhabited  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  not  connect  it  in  your  own  Mind  with  the  State  of  Disease  in  the 
House? 

I  really  was  not  Judge  enough  of  the  Disease  to  know  whether  or  not  the  dis- 
agreeable  Smell  would  arise  from  the  Disease;  I  must  say  that  it  was  very 
strange  to  me. 

Do  you  suppose  that  it  arose  from  the  diseased  State  of  the  Inmates  of  the 
House  ? 

I  could  not  account  for  it,  and  that  led  me  to  ask  the  Opinion  of  Gover, 
and  he  told  me  that  the  Floors  were  old. 

Did  you  think  that  sufficient  to  account  for  the  Smell  ? 
I  did. 

Have  you  been  in  the  Workhouse  since  ? 
I  have. 

Do  you  find  that  Smell  there  now  ? 

I  have  not  been  there  since  the  Paupers  left  the  House ;  that  was  about 
Christmas. 

Were  you  there  a  short  Time  before  they  left  ? 
Yes. 

,  When  you  were  last  there  did  you  find  the  same  Smell  ? 
Not  so  disagreeable. 
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Mr.  J.  Sommers.        Did  yovL  find  any  Smell  ? 
■  It  was  not  so  pleasant  as  in  other  Houses. 

Was  it  very  different  from  what  it  was  when  you  first  went  ? 
It  was  very  difiPerent ;  there  was  much  less  SmelK 

Was  the  House  in  a  healthy  State  ? 
Yes,  tolerably  healthy. 

Then  was  there  this  Smell  whether  the  House  was  healthy  or  not  ? 
The  House  did  not  smell  so  sweetly  as  others  j  it  was  an  old  House. 

You  visited  the  old  House  at  a  Time  when  the  Inmates  were  perfectly  free 
from  Diarrhoea,  and  yet  you  perceived  Traces  of  that  unpleasant  Smell  ? 
Yes  ;  it  was  not  so  bad  as  when  I  first  observed  it. 

Was  it  not,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Smell  of  dirty  Privies  ? 
No ;  I  do  not  believe  it  was. 

You  thought  it  was  the  Smell  of  rotten  Wood  ? 

Not  exactly  rotten  Wood,  but  the  Smell  arising  from  a  close  and  thickly 
inhabited  House. 

Did  you  ever  happen  to  visit  an  Hospital  in  which  Diarrhoea  was  pre- 
valent ? 

I  never  visited  a  Hospital  in  my  Life. 

Therefore  you  cannot  state  what  is  the  Sort  of  Smell  that  arises  in  those 
Hospitals  ? 
No. 

You  asked  Gover,  you  not  being  able  to  account  for  the  Smell,  from  what 
it  arose  ;  and  he  stated  that  which  you  have  told  us  ? 
He  did. 

The  Governor's  Information  appeared  to  joxx  to  be  as  reasonable  as  any 
other  Opinion  you  could  form  upon  the  Subject  ? 
Yes  ;  I  was  satisfied  with  that  Information. 

When  you  were  last  there  were  there  any  Patients  suffering  from  Diarrhoea 
in  the  House  ? 
I  cannot  say  whether  there  was  or  was  not. 

Did  you  recommend  Gover  to  take  any  Steps  in  order  to  procure  better 
Ventilation  ;  to  open  the  Windows  and  Doors,  and  establish  a  Current  of  Air 
through  those  offensive  Places  ? 

I  believe  that  was  attended  to. 

You  consulted  with  him  whether  he  did  so  ? 

I  saw  with  my  own  Eyes  that  the  Windows  and  Doors  were  kept  open. 

It  appeared  to  be  attended  to  as  much  as  the  Premises  would  admit  of  it? 
Yes. 

Were  the  Ground-floor  Rooms  paved,  or  were  they  floored  ? 

I  cannot  speak  positively,  but  I  think  Part  was  paved  and  Part  floored.  I 
know  the  Sitting-room  where  the  Visiting  Committee  sat  sometimes  was 
floored,  but  whether  the  whole  was  floored  I  do  not  remember. 

But  the  offensive  Smells  were  principally  in  the  upper  Part  of  the  House? 
Yes. 

Though  it  was  ventilated  there  was  still  a  Smell,  was  there  ? 
There  was. 

It  is  not  within  your  Knowledge  that  any  one  was  deterred,  in  consequence 
of  the  State  of  the  House,  from  visiting  the  Sick  Wards  ? 
Never. 

You  were  not  deterred  yourself,  and  you  do  not  know  of  any  others  being 
deterred  ? 

I  visited  the  House.  Thomas  Withey  Inman,  Esquire,  was  over  Part  of  the 
House  with  me. 
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When  was  that  ?  Mr.  J.  Sommers. 

About  Lady  Day  1837.  

Pretty  soon  after  you  were  elected  a  Visitor? 
Yes, 

Was  he  elected  at  the  same  Time  ? 

No ;  he  was  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  from  the  Commencement. 

You  became  one  of  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  at  Lady  Day 
18S7 ;  was  Mr.  Bowen  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  at  that  Time  ? 
He  was. 

When  did  he  become  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
He  was  elected  at  Lady  Day  1837. 

He  came  in  about  the  Time  you  were  elected  a  Visitor? 
He  did. 

Do  you  remember  his  making  a  Representation  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
respecting  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  cannot  speak  from  my  Recollection  to  any  thing  particular  which  he 
stated. 

Do  you  remember  that  the  Dietary  was  altered  ? 
Yes. 

When  was  that? 

Very  soon  after  I  became  Visitor. 

In  consequence  of  what  was  that  Alteration  in  the  Dietary  made  ? 
I  believe  from  the  Recommendation  of  the  Medical  Officers  j  I  believe  it 
emanated  from  that. 

Was  there  any  Conversation  at  the  Board  upon  that  Subject  ? 
Yes,  there  was. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Bowen  taking  any  Part  in  those  Conversations? 
I  do  not  remember ;  and  I  do  not  remember  that  Mr.  Bowen  attended  when 
we  were  making  the  Alteration  in  the  Dietary. 

You  do  not  remember  Mr.  Bowen  saying  any  thing  to  the  Board  on  dis- 
cussing the  Question  how  far  this  Dietary  was  unwholesome  and  ought  to 
be  altered  ? 

I  do  not  remember  Mr.  Bowen  making  Remarks  about  the  Dietary ;  it  was 
from  other  Quarters,  either  from  the  Medical  Officer,  or  from  Mr.  Ruddock 
or  Mr.  William  Pitman  King.     He  was  then  elected  a  Visitor. 

When  the  other  Persons  began  the  Discussion  did  Mr.  Bowen  take  any 
Part  in  it? 

I  do  not  remember  that  he  did  ;  I  will  not  swear  that  he  did  not,  but  I  still 
do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

Upon  what  Grounds  did  the  Medical  Man  recommend  the  Alteration  of  the 
Dietary? 

Upon  the  Ground  that  it  would  tend  to  the  Improvement  of  the  Health  of 
the  Inmates  of  the  House. 

Did  they  recommend  that  in  Writing? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Were  the  Medical  Officers  before  the  Board  ? 

At  different  Times  they  were ;  sometimes  one  and  sometimes  another  upon 
different  Business. 

The  only  Medical  Gentlemen  who  could  speak  to  the  Workhouse  were 
Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Poole ;  did  they  come,  and  represent  to  the  Board  the  State 
in  which  the  Workhouse  was  ? 

They  attended  sometimes. 

But  before  this  Alteration  in  the  Diet  ? 

I  believe  we  heard  from  Mr.  Poole  through  the  Visiting  Committee,  or  by 
Letters,  one  or  the  other ;  I  believe  the  Alteration  emanated  from  him  and 
Mr.  Abraham  King^ 
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Air.  J.  Sommers.        Was  Mr.  Poole  before  the  Board,  and  did  he  bring  it  personally  before  the 

Board,  or  was  it  brought  before  the  Board  by  Letter  ? 

I  cannot  speak  positively. 

Then  you  cannot  say  what  Members  of  the  Board  took  up  Mr.  Poole's 
Suggestion,  and  moved  that  an  Application  should  be  made  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  to  be  allowed  to  alter  it  ? 

That  came  afterwards.  I  recommended  myself  to  try  the  Experiment  I 
thought  there  could  be  no  Objection  to  our  trying  the  Experiment,  and  ac- 
cordingly  we  tried  the  Experiment  of  a  Change  of  Diet,  and  the  Result  proved 
satisfactory  ;  and  upon  that  a  Resolution  was  moved  by  Mr.  King,  and  seconded 
by  Mr.  Ruddock,  at  least  those  Two  Gentlemen  were  the  Mover  and  Seconder, 
that  an  Application  be  made  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

Which  Mr.  King  ? 

William  Pitman  King  of  Bridgwater ;  and  that  Resolution  was  carried. 

Upon  what  account  was  it  that  the  Medical  Gentlemen  suggested  the 
Alteration  of  the  Diet  ? 
It  was  on  the  Ground  of  Disease  prevailing. 

Was  it  the  Medical  Gentlemen  who  suggested  it  or  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee? There  is  this  Entry  in  the  Minutes  on  the  21st  of  April: 
"  On  reading  the  Minutes  on  the  Bridgwater  Visitors  Book  it  appeared 
that  Diarrhoea  still  prevailed  in  the  House,  and  that  the  Inmates  weft 
not  generally  healthy.  It  was  thereupon  moved  by  Mr.  William  Pitman 
King,  and  seconded  by  the  Reverend  Noblett  Ruddock,  That  the  Medi- 
cal Officer  be  requested  to  attend  the  Board  for  the  Purpose  of  giving 
Information  as  to  the  State  of  the  Health  of  the  Paupers  relative  to  the 
Minute  above  stated.  Carried  unanimously.  Mr.  Abraham  King,  Medical 
Officer,  was  thereupon  sent  for,  who  soon  after  attended  at  the  Board,  and  con- 
firmed the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  and  stated  that  the  Paupers  above 
Sixty  who  were  allowed  Tea  and  Sugar  did  not  suffer  from  Diarrhoea  so  much 
as  those  that  were  dieted  on  Gruel,  and  recommended  for  the  present  that 
Rice  be  substituted  for  Gruel,  which  the  Board  agreed  to.'*  That  is  in  the 
Minute  on  the  21st  of  April ;  and  on  looking  at  the  Visitors  Book  for  the  same 
Date  there  is  the  Entry,  **  The  Inmates  are  not  generally  healthy,  but 
Diarrhoea  prevails.**  Was  there  any  other  Report  from  the  Medical  Officers 
besides  that  from  the  Visitors  ? 

There  may  have  been  a  Report  from  the  Medical  Officers,  but  I  cannot  say 
whether  there  was  or  was  not. 

You  do  not  remember  Mr.  Bowen  pointing  out  the  State  of  Things  in  the 
Workhouse,  and  urging  upon  the  Committee  some  Alteration  of  the  Diet? 
No,  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Since  the  Paupers  have  been  removed  into  the  New  Workhouse,  have  you 
been  still  upon  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
V I  have. 

Do  you  recollect  a  Vagrant  being  brought  into  the  House,  who  was  very  ill 
in  the  House,  of  the  Name  of  BrifFet,  who  was  infected  with  Vermin  and  the 
Itch  also  ? 

I  do  not  remember  the  Name. 

l)o  you  remember  shortly  after  that  Man  came  in  several  Persons  falling  ill, 
and  there  being  several  Deaths  in  consequence  ? 
No,  1  do  not. 

Do  you  remember  signing  the  Book  on  the  5th  of  January  1838  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Parsons  interlining  your  Entry  with  a  Variety  of 
Observations  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Parsons's  Entry  was  ? 

He  stated  that  there  were  a  great  Number  of  Cases  of  Itch,  and  that  the 
Atmosphere  of  the  Wards,  or  something  of  that  Sort,  was  disagreeable. 

2  The 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.      1069 

The  Second  Interrogatory  in  the  Visitors  Book  is  "  Are  the  Inmates  gene-  Mr.  l  Sommers. 
rally  healthy,  or  is  there  any  Sickness  prevalent  among  them ;  if  so,  state  — — — 
Particulars,  and  especially  if  any  dangerous  or  highly  infectious  Case  of 
Illness  exists  in  the  House  ?*'  The  Answer  you  have  put  is,  "  They  are  gene- 
rally healthy.**  To  that  Mr.  Parsons  adds,  "  I  went  round  the  Wards  with 
Mr.  Ward  the  Medical  OflBcer  on  Sunday  the  31  st  of  December,  and  found  that 
no  less  than  Sixty-three  Children  were  afflicted  with  the  Itch  ;  some  of  them 
in  a  great  Degree  ;  and  that  the  Children  who  were  supposed  to  have  intro- 
duced the  Infection  were  admitted  into  the  House  without  previous  Examina- 
tion. I  further  noticed  that  the  Atmosphere  of  the  Wards  was  generally  very 
offensive,  and  upon  Inquiry  I  was  informed  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient 
Supply  of  Water  to  cleanse  the  Water  Closets  ;  and  I  request  that  an  imme- 
diate Investigation  of  these  Matters  of  Complaint  may  be  had.**  Do  you 
remember  that  ? 

Yes. 

Was  this  Report  submitted  to  the  Board  at  the  next  Board  Day  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  the  old  or  the  new  House  ? 
The  new  House. 

Were  you  Questioned  by  the  Board  respecting  your  Entry,  "  They  are 
generally  healtny  **  ? 
No,  I  was  not. 

What  did  the  Board  do  about  this  Entry  of  Mr.  Parsons  ? 
I  believe  the  Report  came  before  them  very  late  in  the  Day,  and  Mr.  Warry 
was  not  present  on  that  Day. 

Who  was  Chairman  ? 

The  Reverend  Samuel  Starkie. 

Was  there  any  Inquiry  directed  to  be  made  into  this  Subject  ? 

There  was  a  Meeting.  I  complained  of  the  Conduct  of  Mr.  Parsons,  in 
taking  Possession  of  the  Page  in  which  I  had  made  my  Report ;  that  it  wste 
very  unhandsome,  and  that  I  thought  he  stepped  beyond  tne  Bounds  of  his 
Duty  to  do  so ;  and  I  believe  the  Chairman  said,  there  was  no  Motion  before 
the  Board,  and  that  he  could  not  hear  any  of  those  Discussions. 

Was  Mr.  Parsons  a  Visitor  ? 

By  virtue  of  his  being  a  Magistrate,  I  believe,  he  was. 

Was  it  true  that  there  were  Sixty-three  Children  in  the  House  at  that  Time 
with  the  Itch  upon  them  ? 

There  were  Children  with  the  Itch,  but  not  to  that  Extent  I  believe 
there  may  have  been  many  anointed  as  a  precautionary  Step,  thinking  that 
they  would  be  affected  with  the  Itch,  as  they  had  been  together  at  School. 

How  many  were  there  ? 

It  is  stated  there  Sixty-three. 

Do  you  know  whether  that  is  correct? 
I  do  not. 

Were  there  a  great  many  ? 
There  was  a  good  Number. 

Why  did  you  not  notice  it  in  your  Report  ? 

In  that  respect  I  must  own  myself  to  be  guilty  of  an  Error,  in  not  giving 
the  Answer  so  fully  as  I  ought  to  have  done ;  but  I  trust  it  was  from  no  vin- 
dictive Feeling  towards  the  Inmates  of  the  House ;  but  I  remember  the  Im- 
pression upon  my  Mind  was,  that,  as  far  as  any  serious  Disease  was  concerned, 
the  House  was  in  a  much  better  State  than  it  had  been.  As  far  as  the  Itch 
was  concerned,  I  did  not  think  it  at  all  serious ;  they  had  been  anointed,  and 
had  generally  recovered. 

It  is  not  considered  a  very  serious  Disease  out  of  Doors,  is  it  ? 
So  far  from  it,  I  have  been  told  that  Persons  were  afflicted  with  the  Itch 
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Mr.  J.  Sommers.    who  attended  to  their  Labour,  and  it  did  not  prevent  them  taking  their  Meals- 
'— — — *       and  I  look  upon  the  Itch  as  an  Uncleanness. 

You  were  quite  satisfied  that  proper  Means  were  taken,  by  Brimstone  and 
other  Modes,  For  its  Removal  ? 

They  were  confined  in  a  Room,  and  all  of  them  anointed,  and  attended  by 
the  Medical  Man  every  Day. 

But  you  took  no  notice  in  your  Report  of  any  such  Thing  being  in  the 
Workhouse  ? 
I  did  not. 

They  were  under  the  Care  of  the  Medical  Officer  ? 
Yes. 

Therefore  if  any  Observations  arose  upon  it,  you  thought  it  his  Duty  to 
make  them  rather  than  yours? 
Yes. 

Did  you  happen  to  look  at  the  Report  of  the  Week  before  ? 
I  do  not  think  that  I  did,  but  I  was  aware  that  there  was  Itch  in  the 
House  J  it  was  generally  known  by  the  Board. 

Were  you  aware  that  that  had  been  taken  notice  of  before  ?  Were  you 
aware  that  the  Entry  for  the  Week  before  is  in  these  Words :  "  There  is  a 
good  deal  of  Sickness  in  the  House,  and  the  Children  are  mostly  confined  to 
their  Beds  by  a  violent  Eruption.**  Were  you  aware  of  that  Report  the  Week 
before  ? 

No. 

Did  you  look  back  to  see  what  Report  was  made  then  ? 
I  cannot  recollect  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Did  you  inquire  at  all  in  respect  to  the  Way  in  which  the  Itch  had  got 
into  the  House  ? 

I  understood  that  it  was  brought  in  by  some  Person  who  was  introduced 
without  being  properly  examined. 

Whose  Business  was  it  to  examine  them  ? 
I  believe  the  Master  of  the  House. 

Did  you  ask  the  Master  of  the  House  why  he  had  not  previously  examined 
them  ? 

I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Do  not  you  think,  as  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  it  was  your  Business 
to  inquire  into  such  Circumstances  as  these  ? 

I  believe  he  was  spoken  to  on  the  Occasion  by  some  other  Guardians. 

Were  you  present  when  he  was  spoken  to  ? 

I  believe  I  heard  a  Conversation  upon  the  Subject    * 

Was  it  inquired  into  how  the  Itch  had  been  brought  in,  and  why  the 
Person  who  had  brought  it  in  had  not  been  properly  examined  ? 

The  Visiting  Committee  meet  on  Tuesdays ;  it  might  have  been  done  then; 
there  are  Four  or  Five  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  resident  in 
Bridgwater. 

The  Fact  of  the  Itch  being  in  the  House  was  under  the  Cognizance  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  ? 
They  knew  it. 

Had  they  taken  any  Steps  in  consequence  ? 
Nothing  particular ;  not  that  I  know  of  particularly. 

When  you  went  through  the  Wards  was  there  an  offensive  Smell  ? 
I  did  not  perceive  it  above  Stairs ;  there  was  rather  an  offensive  Smell  below 
Stairs,  at  the  Relieving  OflScer*s  Room. 

What  was  the  Name  of  the  Medical  Man  at  that  Time,  when  the  Itch  was 
so  prevalent  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
Mr.  Ward. 

Considering 
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Considering  the  Habits  of  the  lower  Orders,  and  particularly  of  the  Children     Mr.  J.  Sommers. 

of  those  that  are  ordered  into  the  Workhouse,  is  it  not  rather  difficult  to      n 

prevent  the  Admission  of  that  Disease  occasionally? 

I  should  say  .that  it  is ;  but  there  is  a  Receiving  Room,  and  they  are  properly 
examined  and  washed  before  they  are  admitted. 

But  it  will  sometimes  baffle  Investigation,  will  it  not  ? 
It  may.    . 

How  long  had  the  Paupers  been  removed  into  the  House  at  this  Time  ? 
About  Christmas. 

The^  had  been  there  then  about  a  Week  or  a  Fortnight? 
I  thmk  longer  than  that. 

You  were  ofiended  with  Mr.  Parsons  for  introducing  the  Memorandum  that 
he  made  ? 

I  was  offended  «o  far  as  this,  that  I  thought  that  Mr.  Parsons  might  make 
what  Observations  he  had  to  make  on  the  other  Side.  Mr.  Parsons  looked 
over  my  Report  j  and  if  I  had  been  guilty  of  an  Error,  and  had  not  done  it  to 
his  Satisfaction,  he  might  have  called  my  Attention  to  that  Point,  and  I  might 
have  corrected  it. 

When  did  Mr.  Parsons  write  this  ? 

On  the  Friday  Morning,  the  Day  that  the  Board  met  Mr.  Parsons  visited 
on  the  Sunday  previous  to  the  Friday.  On  the  Board  Day  I  saw  that 
Mr«  Parsons  had  Possession  of  the  Book,  and  by  and  by  I  saw  that  he  had 
made  that  Entry. 

Was  it  not  his  Duty  to  make  the  Entry  if  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Board 
ought  to  be  made  aware  of  those  Circumstances  ? 

I  think  that  he  might  have  called  my  Attention  to  it,  and  asked  me  why  I 
did  not  give  the  Answer  more  fully. 

Was  this  Smell  which  arose  in  the  Relieving  Officer's  Room  attended  to 
immediately  ? 
Yes,  I  believe  it  was. 

Do  you  know  the  Fact? 

I  know  that  it  has  been  attended  to  since  that  Time. 

In  the  following  Week  it  is  referred  to  again  ? 

It  was,  in  consequence  of  the  Builder  being  out  of  Town ;  it  was  Part  of  his 
Duly. 

Did  you  know  that  Thirteen  Persons  died  in  the  new  Workhouse  between 
the  17th  of  January  and  the  1st  of  March  ? 
I  was  not  aware  of  so  many  dying  in  so  short  a  Time. 

Were  you  aware  that  at  any  One  Time  in  that  Period  there  were  Four  or 
Five  died  in  the  course  of  a  very  few  Days  ? 
No,  I  was  not 

How  many  did  you  hear  had  died? 

I  cannot  say  how  many,  but  I  remember  seeing  One  Man  lying  ill  for  some 
Time  with  a  bad  Knee,  and  afterwards  I  heard  that  he  had  died. 

Did  you  not  hear  that  several  Persons  had  died  ? 

I  did  hear  that  Persons  had  died,  but  how  many  I  could  not  state. 

Did  it  strike  you  that  the  Number  that  you  heard  had  died  was  a  great 
Number  to  die  in  so  short  a  Period  ? 

No. 

You  became  a  Visitor  in  1837  ? 
Yes. 

And  very  soon  after  that  you  and  Mr.  Inman  entered  in  the  Visitors  Book 
that  Diarrhoea  was  prevailing  in  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

(151.29.)  6  S  3  And 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1062  Minutes  of  evidence  before  select  committee  on 

Mr.  J,  Sommers.        And  immediately  afterwards  the  Board  of  Guardians  took  notice  of  it,  and 
— — —       consulted  the  Medical  Officers  ? 

The  Impression  upon  my  Mind  was  that  that  was  very  soon  after  the 
Disease  was  prevailing,  and  it  was  said  that  the  Dietary  was  the  Cause  of  it, 
and  therefore  we  went  about  to  alter  the  Dietary. 

But  you  and  Mr.  Inman  signed  an  Entry  in  the  Book  that  Diarrhoea  still 
prevailed  on  the  21st  of  April  ? 
Yes. 

Was  not  that  noticed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  that  Day  ? 
That  was  about  the  Time  that  it  was  moved  to  apply  to  the  Commissioners 
for  Permission  to  alter  the  Dietary. 

Did  the  Board  send  to  Mr.  King  to  attend  ? 
Yes,  I  believe  it  did. 

That  was  the  21st  of  April,  was  it  not? 
Yes. 

You  reported  at  that  Time  that  Diarrhoea  still  prevailed  in  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

Is  not  that  your  Writing  ? 

It  is  my  Signature  at  the  Bottom,  it  is  the  Writing  of  Thomas  Withey 
Inman. 

That  Minute  was  read  at  the  Board  on  that  Day  ? 
It  was. 

In  consequence  of  that  was  not  Mr.  King  desired  to  attend  ? 
He  attended  about  that  Time. 

Did  he  not  recommend  a  Change  of  Diet ;  did  he  not  recommend  that  ^ice 
should  be  substituted  for  the  Gruel  ? 
I  believe  he  did. 

Did  the  Board  adopt  the  Recommendation  that  he  made  ? 
We  altered  the  Dietary. 

Then  they  did  adopt  it  ? 
Yes- 
Then  you  tried  the  New  Diet  ? 
We  tried  it  for  about  a  Fortnight,  and  found  it  answered. 

What  did  you  do  then  ? 

There  was  directly  a  Motion  made  at  the  Board, — Mr.  Ruddock  and  Mr.  King 
were  the  Mover  and  Seconder,  *'  That  Application  be  made  to  the  Comnus- 
sioners  for  a  Change  of  the  Dietary,*'  and  it  was  carried  unanimously,  and  in  the 
next  Week  it  was  granted  by  the  Commissioners.  We  received  a  Letter  from 
them. 

In  that  Time  did  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  improve  ? 

It  did. 

Did  the  Diarrhoea  disappear  ? 
Almost  so. 

Did  the  House  become  sweet  ? 

The  old  House  was  much  sweeter.  It  was  some  Time  when  I  next  \isited  it 
after  thie  Time  when  I  first  visited  it. 

Did  it  become  quite  sweet  ? 

Not  so  sweet  as  Houses  in  general  are. 

When  the  Paupers  left  it  was  it  sweet  ? 

I  do  not  remember  visiting  it  for  some  Time  before  they  left;.  I  believe 
there  were  Eight  or  Ten,  or  a  considerable  Number  of  Visitors,  and  each  took 
their  Week. 

When  you  last  visited  was  it  become  quite  sweet  ? 
No,  it  was  not 
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Was  it  always  the  same  Sort  of  Smell  which  you  described  just  now,  and     Mr.J.Sommers. 

which  the  Governor  explained  by  saying  it  was  from  the  old  rotten  Boards  ?  

Yes. 

,     This  SmeU  that  was  complained  of  by  Mr.  Parsons  in  the  new  House  was 
from  the  Water  Closets  not  operating  properly,  was  it  not  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  remedied  ? 

As  soon  as  it  conveniently  could  be.  The  Builder  was  out  of  Town  at  the 
Time. 

Was  that  in  the  Relieving  Officer's  Room  ? 

Yes.  I  remember  a  disagreeable  Smell  in  one  of  the  Sick  Wards  of  the  new 
House ;  that  I  attributed  to  the  Incompetency  of  the  Master  of  the  House ;  I 
thought  he  did  not  pay  proper  Attention.  Very  soon  after,  a  Nurse  was  ap- 
pointed,  and  within  a  short  Time  a  very  great  Improvement  took  place  in  that 
Department }  it  was  as  clean  as  a  House  could  be. 

Did  you  mention  that  to  the  Master  ? 
I  observed  how  disagreeable  it  was. 

Did  you  tell  him  you  thought  it  was  his  Fault  ? 
No,  I  cannot  say  I  did. 

Had  you  Occasion  to  find  Fault  vdth  Gover  the  old  Master  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  I  particularly  found  Fault  It  was  the  Opinion  of  some 
of  the  Guardians  that  he  was  not  competent  to  the  Duty,  and  upon  that  there 
,  was  a  Committee  appointed  to  examine  into  the  Point,  and  upon  Examina- 
tion we  found  him  altogether  incompetent  We  had  no  Reason  to  complain 
of  the  Accounts ;  the  Accounts  were  tolerably  correct ;  but  it  appeared  that 
not  a  single  Entry  was  that  of  the  Master,  but  of  some  other  Person. 

In  any  other  respect  had  you  any  Fault  to  find  with  him  ? 
As  to  his  Conduct  in  the  House  I  never  heard  any  Complaint 

When  you  were  One  of  the  Visiting  Committee  you  saw  no  Cause  to  com- 
plain of  him  ? 
No. 

Were  not  the  Accounts  perfectly  correct,  though  kept  by  another  Person  ? 
There  was  no  Complaint  of  the  Accounts. 

Were  they  correct  ? 
They  were  correct. 

You  have  said  that  the  Application  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  was  immedi- 
ately acceded  to  by  the  Commissioners :  was  that  to  change  the  Dietary  of 
those  that  were  in  Health  as  well  as  of  those  who  were  ill  ? 

Of  the  whole  House. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Report  of  Mr.  Ruddock's  in  the  Visiting  Book, 
**  There  is  still  Diarrhoea,  and  a  Disposition  to  increase  ;  and  the  Medical 
OflScer  recommends  Rice  and  Milk  as  a  Substitute  for  Bread  and  Cheese 
Dinners  on  Two  of  the  Days.**  Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Ruddock  making  a  Motion 
or  some  Remarks  with  reference  to  that  Entry  of  his  in  the  Visitors  Book  on  the 
14th  of  April  ? 

Upon  it  being  mentioned  now  I  remember  that  he  said  something  upon  that 
Subject 

What  did  he  say  ? 
I  do  not  remember. 

Did  he  press  upon  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  make  an  Alteration  in  the 
Dietary  upon  that  Occasion  ? 

That  was  some  Time  previous  to  the  Alteration. 

The  Week  before  ? 

I  am  not  certain  whether  it  was  altered  on  that  Day. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Ruddock  proposing  that  it  should  be  altered  ? 

No. 
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Mr.J.Sommers.       Do  you  remember  upon  that  Occasion  a  Member  of  the  Board  stating  that 
'  Thirty  Persons  had  died  in  the  Workhouse  in  Nine  Months  ? 

I  do  not  remember  it 

It  appears  from  the  Entry  that  you  were  present  on  that  Occasion ;  do  not 
you  recollect  the  Reverend  Mr.  RuddocK  referring  to  his  Entry,  and 
pressing  the  Board  to  make  an  Alteration  in  the  Diet  on  the  14tb  of  April? 

I  cannot  say  as  to  Date,  but  I  know  that  the  Dietary  was  changed. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Ruddock  at  any  Time  doing  it  ? 

I  remember  his  saying  something  about  Rice  in  lieu  of  Gruel. 

Do  you  remember  any  body  stating  at  that  Time,  that  in  the  last  Nine 
Months,  out  of  an  Average  of  Ninety-four  Inmates,  Thirty  Persons  had 
died? 

I  do  not  remember  it ;  I  do  not  mean  to  swear  he  did  not. 

Upon  Friday  the  21st  of  April,  do  you  remember  Mr.  Bo  wen  stating  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  any  thing  upon  that  Subject  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

You  do  not  remember  his  suggesting  any  Alteration  in  the  Diet  at  that 
Time? 
I  do  not  remember  his  taking  any  active  Part  in  the  Alteration. 

Did  he  take  any  Part  ? 

Mr.  Bowen  did  not  meet  with  the  Committee. 

Upon  the  14th  of  April,  when  Mr.  Ruddock  made  this  Remark  upon  his 
own  Entry  in  the  Workhouse  Book,  do  you  recollect  it  being  stated  to  him 
that  it  was  not  competent  for  the  Medical  Men  to  prescribe  any  Diet  except 
for  the  Sick ;  that  the  Dietary  was  an  important  Part  of  the  Regulations  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  that  the  Board  might  as  well  talk  of 
altering  the  Poor  Law  altogether  as  of  making  any  Alteration  in  the 
Dietary  ? 

I  do  not  remember  an  Observation  of  that  Sort  being  made  to  Mr.  Ruddock; 
but,  as  I  before  stated,  that  was  my  Impression,  that  the  Medical  Officer  had 
no  Power  whatever  to  alter  the  Diet  generally  but  only  as  far  as  the  Sick  were 
concerned.  I  believe,  when  there  was  a  Pauper  that  was  ill,  whatever  tfie 
Medical  Officer  ordered  as  a  Dietary  for  him  that  was  strictly  complied  with. 

But  on  the  Day  that  Mr.  Ruddock  made  those  Remarks  at  the  Board,  do 
you  recollect  that  Answer  being  given  to  him  ? 
I  do  not  remember  it. 

Were  you  present  during  the  whole  of  the  Meeting  ? 
I  cannot  say  whether  I  was  or  not. 

But  you  do  recollect  Mr.  Ruddock  making  some  Observations  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  make  any  Motion  ? 
I  believe  not. 

Do  you  know  whether  he  wished  to  make  one,  and  the  Chairman  said  such 
a  Resolution  could  not  be  put  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Warry  refusing  to  put  any  Resolution  at  all. 

The  Question  was  whether  the  Chairman  said  that  if  such  a  Resolution  was 
put  into  his  Hands  he  could  not  put  it  to  the  Board  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Warry  saying  so. 

Was  there  nothing  to  that  Effect  said  by  the  Chairman  ? 
I  do  not  recollect 

Will  you  swear  there  was  not  ? 
I  will  not  swear  there  was  ndt* 

You  say  it  was  not  said  to  Mr.  Ruddock ;  was  it  said  to  any  body  else  at 
jthe  Board  that  they  could  not  extend  the  Change  to  those  that  were  well  ? 
I  do  not  remember  it  being  stated  by  any  individual  Guardian  at  the 
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Board,  but  that  was  ray  Impression,  that  it  could  not  be  done  without  the     MuJ.Sommen. 
Sanction  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners.  

Whatever  your  Impression  was  will  you  swear  that  it  was  not  said  by  some 
Guardian  or  other,  or  by  the  Chairman,  that  the  Change  was  not  to  be  extended 
to  those  who  were  well  ? 

I  will  not  swear  that  it  was  not  stated  by  the  Chairman,  but  I  do  not 
recollect  that  it  was. 

Supposing  one  of  the  Guardians  who  was  present  at  the  Meeting  has  stated 
that  such  a  Circumstance  did  occur,  are  you  prepared  to  say  that  he  must  be 
mistaken? 

No  J  I  cannot  say  that  the  Guardian  would  state  that  which  was  not  true ; 
if  so,  I  must  positively  say  that  the  Chairman  refused 

Are  you  prepared  to  say  that  if  such  a  Statement  has  been  made  to  the 
Committee  it  is  wrong ;  if  a  Person  has  sworn  that  that  has  taken  place,  are 
you  prepared  to  swear  that  he  has  forsworn  himself? 

No. 

But  to  the  best  of  your  Recollection  neither  the  Chairman  nor  any  other 
Person  did  express  that  ? 
To  the  best  of  my  Belief  he  did  not 

If  Mr.  Ruddock  had  been  very  zealous  in  consequence  of  this  great  Com- 
plaint in  the  House  to  press  this  Change  of  Diet,  and  was  prevented  by  any 
Opposition  on  the  Part  of  the  Chairman,  do  not  you  think;  you  should  have 
recollected  that  ? 

I  think  I  should. 

But  you  will  not  swear  that  it  did  not  take  place  ? 
No. 

When  this  was  brought  forward  on   the  21st   of  April,  who  brought  it 
forward  ? 
Mr.  Ruddock  or  Mr.  King  j  one  of  the  Two. 

Was  there  any  Discussion  upon  it,  or  was  it  agreed  to  immediately  ? 
It  was  agreed  to  immediately  that  we  should  try  the  Experiment 

Are  you  sure  that  Mr.  Bowen  did  not  make  a  Speech  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
I  will  not  swear  tibat  he  did  not,  but  I  do  not  recollect  his  doing  so. 

Was  he  in  the  habit  of  making  Speeches  ? 
Not  generally. 

Were  they  Speeches  or  Observations  ? 

He  made  very  few  Speeches ;  he  attended  very  few  Meetings. 

What  was  the  Length  of  those  Speeches? 
Never  more  than  Five  Minutes. 

When  they  make  a  Speech  do  they  stand  up  ? 
Yes  }  that  is  one  of  the  Bye  Laws. 

Did  Mr.  Bowen  stand  up,  or  sit  down  ? 
I  believe  he  always  stood  up. 

You  do  not  know  whether  he  stood  up  upon  this  Occasion  ? 

No. 

You  are  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee ;  are  you  able  to  say  whether 
each  Male  grown-up  Pauper  has  a  separate  Bed  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
They  have  each  a  separate  Bed. 

Are  they  Iron  Bedsteads  ? 
They  are. 

They  have  been  ordered  with  that  view,  that  the  Male  adult  Paupers  should 
have  small  single  Beds  to  themselves  ? 
We  have  single  Beds  and  double  Beds. 
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Mr.  J.  Sommers.        The  double  are  used  f6r  the  Women  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  put  Two  Women  together  in  a  Bed  in  the  new  Workhouse? 
There  may  have  been  Cases,  but  it  is  not  from  Necessity  j  we  have  mwe 
Beds  than  we  make  use  of. 

A  Woman  with  a  Child  ? 

If  it  is  a  Woman  and  an  infant  Child  they  sleep  together. 

Have  you  a  Schoolmistress  ? 

We  have  a  Schoolmaster  and  Schoolmistress. 

A  Chaplain? 
Yes. 

And  a  Sick  Ward? 
Yes. 

A  Lying-in  Ward  ? 
Yes;  and  a  Nurse. 

In  what  Part  of  the  House  is  the  Sick  Ward  ? 
It  is  near  the  Front. 

Is  it  over  the  Board  Room  ? 

That  is  the  Children's  Sleeping  Room  over  the  Board  Room. 

Is  this  Room  higher  up  than  where  the  other  Paupers  live  ? 
It  is  on  the  same  Floor  as  the  Children's  Sleeping  Room. 

Quite  apart  from  it? 
Yes. 

There  is  no  Communication  with  it  ? 

No }  one  is  at  one  End,  and  the  other  at  the  other  End,  and  there  are  Two 
or  Three  Rooms  between. 

What  are  those  Rooms  ? 

One  is  the  Lying-in  Room  ;  there  is  a  Fever  Ward  and  a  Sick  Ward.    The 
Fever  Ward  is  in  the  Front  of  the  House. 

Have  you  any  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  now  at  all  ? 

No.  ' 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


G.  Warryy  Esq, 


GEORGE  WARRY  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  follows : 

YOU  were  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  in  the  Parochial  Year 
beginning  the  End  of  March  1836  and  ending  the  End  of  March  1837? 
I  was. 

The  new  Dietary  was  introduced  in  the  Month  of  August  v  in  that  Year, 
was  it  not  ? 

I  do  not  exactly  know  the  Time  at  which  it  was  introduced  j  it  was  intro- 
duced early  at  the  Commencement  of  the  Union. 

Previous  to  that  Milk  had  been  used  in  the  House  for  the  Paupers  ? 
I  cannot  speak  from  my  own  Knowledge ;    I  am  not  acquainted  with  the 
Detail  of  the  House  generally ;  it  is  a  thing  that  I  did  not  attend  to. 

When  was  the  first  Complaint  made  that  the  Dietary  disagreed  with  the 
Inmates  ? 

I  think  the  first  Complaint  that  I  can  refer  to  was  a  Complaint  in  a  Letter 
of  the  25  th  of  October,  but  I  cannot  speak  from  my  personal  Recollection; 
that  is  the  first  Letter  which  I  can  call  to  Mind,  and  I  have  not.  any  Recol- 
lection of  the  Letter  being  brought  to  the  Board ;  and,  as  I  stated  to  your 
Lordships  on  my  former  Examination,  I  account  for  it  in  this  Way :  that  it 
came  to  the  Board  on  the  Day  on  which  there  was  a  considerable  Meeting  in 
the  Town  in  consequence  of  a  Visit  from  the  Bishop  respecting  the  Church 

4  Building 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.      1067 

Building  Society,  and  the  Business  of  the  Board  was  interrupted,  or  rather  my     g.  Warry,  Esq. 

Business  there  was  interrupted,  because  I  was  called  away  to  move  a  Reso-       L-^ 

lution  at  that  Meeting ;  and  I  think  the  Clerk  has  told  me  that  the  Business 
of*  the  Board  went  on  in  my  Absence,  and  not  having  an  accurate  Recollection 
of  that  Letter  I  think  it  very  likely  that  the  Letter  was  read  when  I  was 
not  there. 

Who  was  in  the  Chair  in  your  Absence  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

You  do  not  know  what  passed  at  the  Board  on  that  Day  ? 

I  do  not,  whilst  I  was  absent.  I  give  this  as  the  Reason  why  I  have  not  a 
sufficient  Recollection  of  the  Letter,  which  I  think  I  should  have  if  I  had  been 
present  at  the  Board  when  it  was  read. 

When  was  it  after  that  that  any  thing  was  said  to  the  Board  on  the  Subject 
of  Diet? 

I  really  cannot  state* 

Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Baker  at  any  Time  say  any  thing  upon  that 
Subject  ? 

I  cannot  recollect  any  particular  Time  when  I  heard  Mr.  Baker  speaking  of 
the  Diet 

Did  he  do  so  more  than  once,  to  your  Recollection  ? 

I  have  not  an  accurate  Recollection  of  any  particular  Time  in  which  the 
Subject  was  mentioned  with  regard  to  Diet. 

Had  you  any  private  Communication  with  Mr.  Baker  upon  the  Subject  of 
this  Alteration  of  the  Diet  ? 

I  think,  some  Time  in  the  Spring  of  the  Year  1837,  early  in  the  Commence- 
metit  of  the  Second  Parochial  Year,  something  then  was  stated  to  me  with 
regard  to  the  Dietary ;  and  I  state  this  because  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
has  reminded  me  of  some  Communication  I  made  to  him  upon  the  Subject, 
when  the  Matter  was  before  the  Board  in  August  last  Year.  I  stated  to  him 
then  that  late  in  the  Day  a  Communication  was  made  to  me  with  reference  to 
an  Alteration  in  the  Diet,  and  that  I  thought  it  was  so  late  in  the  Day  that  it 
had  better  stand  over  till  the  next  Day  the  Board  met  But  this  Conversation 
could  not  have  been  with  Mr.  Baker,  as  he  was  not  then  a  Guardian ;  I  cannot 
call  to  my  Mind  any  private  Communication  with  him  on  the  Subject. 

Did  you  ever  say  to  Mr.  Baker,  or  to  any  other  Person  who  was  suggesting 
an  Alteration  of  the  Diet,  that  no  Alteration  could  be  made  in  the  Diet ;  that 
it  was  fixed  by  the  Order  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  that  therefore 
it  could  not  be  altered  ? 

I  do  not  remember  to  have  stated  that. 

Was  that  your  Opinion  ? 

My  Opinion  was  that  the  Board  could  not  alter  the  Dietary. 

Not  even  temporarily  ? 

I  think  the  Board  had  the  Power. to  alter  the  Dietary  teniporarily,  if  there 
\was  urgent  Necessity  for  so  doing. 

If  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical  Officer  had  been  stated  to  you  that  the  Diet 
was  unhealthy  and  was  producing  Disease,  should  you  have  thought  yourself 
authorized  to  alter  the  Diet  temporarily  and  then  applied  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  ? 

Most  undoubtedly ;  nothing  should  have  prevented  me  from  doing  so. 

Then  your  Opinion  is  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Law  or  in  the  Regulations 
of  the  Commissioners  which  would  have  prevented  you  from  doing  so  ? 

In  a  Case  of  urgent  Necessity  I  should  have  done  so.  If  I  had  been  told 
that  the  Dietary  was  producing  Disease  I  should  have  taken  some  Steps  to 
alter  it. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Ruddock  ever  suggesting  that  the  Dietary  should 
be  altered  for  Persons  who  were  healthy  ? 

I  cannot  state  that  I  do  remember  it     Such  a  Suggestion  might  have  come 

from  him,  and  if  it  did,  I  think  it  must  have  been  then  that  I  recommended 
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G.  Warty,  Esq.     the  Postponement  of  the  Subject,  as  I  have   before  stated.    When  I  have 
■'  been  sitting  in  the  Chair  the  Guardians  have  come  behind  me,  and  asked 

Questions  in  the  Progress  of  Business,  which  I  may  not  remember ;  nothing  was 
addressed  to  me  from  a  Seat  in  the  Board  as  addressed  to  the  Board  generally. 

It  was  their  Habit  to  come  and  ask  you  Questions  privately  ? 
Yes ;  and  I  may  have  given  Opinions  that  I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with, 
when  a  Guardian  communicated  with  me  in  that  way. 

You  cannot  say  whether  you  did  state  to  any  of  those  Gentlemen  that  you 
could  not  entertain  a  Proposition  for  the  Alteration  in  the  Diet  ? 
I  do  not  remember  such  a  Conversation  passing. 

That  you  could  not  put  such  a  Question  from  the  Chair  ? 

I  do  not  remember  that ;  I  do  not  think  that  I  expressed  myself  so  strongly 
as  that,  that  I  could  not  put  such  a  Question  from  the  Chair ;  I  think  I  never 
was  asked  to  do  such  a  Thing,  not  to  put  such  a  Question  from  the  Chair. 

If  you  have  been  asked,  is  it  your  Opinion  that  you  could  have  pat  the 
Question  ? 

If  a  Question  had  been  placed  in  m^  Hands  to  put  from  the  Chair,  if  I  had 
been  of  opinion  that  I  coiud  not  do  it  I  should  have  told  the  Board  so,  and 
asked  their  Leave  to  give  up  the  Chair  in  order  that  some  other  Gentleman 
might  put  it ;  that  I  did  on  One  Occasion,  when  a  Question  was  pressed 
which  I  thought  was  out  of  all  Rule. 

What  was  that  ? 

You  will  find  it  in  the  Minute  of  the  27th  of  December  18S6,  a  Motion  for 
a  general  Increase  of  Allowance  to  all  the  Paupers  on  the  Books  ;  I  thought 
that  was  an  irregular  Question,  and  such  as  I  could  not  put,  but  still  I  stated 
to  the  Board  that  if  they  chose  to  carry  the  Resolution  1  would  willingly  give 
up  the  Chair  and  allow  another  Gentleman  to  take  it. 

Who  was  it  that  made  that  Motion  ? 
It  appears  on  the  Face  of  the  Minutes. 

What  was  the  Irregularity  of  it  ? 

I  considered  that  every  Person  coming  before  the  Board  should  be  relieved 
separately.  When  that  Motion  was  put  into  my  Hands  the  wording  was  con- 
fused, and  did  not  appear  to  convey  the  Meaning  of  the  Party  advocating  it, 
and  I  absolutely  altered  it,  and  put  it  into  proper  Form,  so  that  I  was  not 
against  its  going  to  the  Meeting  ;  but  the  Principle  of  it  was  illegal. 

You  being  still  desirous  that  the  Board  of  Guardians  should  have  an  Op- 
portunity of  expressing  an  Opinion  upon  it? 
Yes. 

But  that  they  should  do  nothing  illegal  ? 

I  thought  the  Motion  irregular,  but  it  was  not  worded  in  the  Way  I 
wished. 

This  was  the  Motion :  "  Moved  by  Mr.  Axford,  and  seconded  by  Reverend 
N.  Ruddock,  That  in  consequence  of  the  Inclemency  of  the  Season,  and  the 
Increase  in  the  Price  of  Fuel  and  other  Necessaries  of  Life,  the  Relieving 
OflScers  of  the  several  Districts  be  directed  to  advance  the  Relief  given  to  the 
Aged  above  Sixty,  and  the  Infirm  who  are  now  in  the  Receipt  of  Relief  as 
such  in  the  Proportion  of  3rf.  in  1^.  for  One  Month.  Moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, by  Reverend  Henry  Parsons,  and  seconded  by  JefFery  Allen,  Esquire, 
That  in  consequence  of  the  Inclemency  of  the  Season,  the  high  Price  of  Fuel 
and  other  Necessaries  of  Life,  the  Relieving  Officers  of  the  respective  Districts 
be  directed  to  advance  the  Relief  given  to  the  Aged  above  Sixty,  the  Infinn, 
and  all  Persons  having  more  than  Three  Children  under  Nine  Years  of  Age, 
who  are  now  in  the  Receipt  of  Relief  as  such,  in  the  Proportion  of  Sd.  in  each 
Shilling  per  Week.  The  Amendment  was  negatived,  and  the  original  Motion 
carried.*'    Was  that  the  Resolution  to  which  you  referred  ? 

Yes. 

In  reference  to  the  Letter  from  Mr.  King,  25th  October  1836 ;  it  begins 
thus  :  **  On  resuming  my  Duties  of  the  Workhouse  I  found  that  the  Board  had 
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ordered  that  Oatmeal  should  be  used  for  the  Children  instead  of  Milk.^    The     e.  Warty,  Etq. 
Children  before  that  had  had  Milk  ?  ■ 

That  is  a  Circumstance  that  is  quite  unknown  to  me ;  I  cannot  call  to 
my  Mind  any  Order  that  the  Board  had  given  to  which  that  Letter  refers. 

Have  you  looked  into  the  Minutes  for  such  an  Order,  or  have  you  had  the 
Minutes  examined  with  that  view  ? 

I  think  the  Minutes  have  been  examined ;  I  do  not  remember  any  Circum- 
stance occurring  to  which  that  could  allude. 

It  goes  on,  **  For  some  Days  I  watched  the  Result,  which  was  given  to  the 
Visiting  Committee  as  producing  Diarxiicea  j''  that  is  stated  on  the  iSth  of 
October.  Did  you  ever  make  Inquiry  into  that  Circumstance,  and  ascertain 
how  far  it  was  true  that  the  Alteration  in  the  Diet  from  the  Milk  to  the  Gruel 
had  produced  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  did  not  i  and,  as  I  told  your  Lordships  at  the  Commencement,  the  Letter 
is  so  strange  to  me  that  I  think  I  could  not  have  been  present  at  the  Board 
at  the  Time;  if  I  had  been  there  my  Attention  would  have  been  called  to  it. 

Do  you  remember  after  that  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  being  ill  of 
the  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  remember  in  the  Spring  of  1837  the  Governor  appeared  personally  before 
the  Board,  and  applied  for  Leave  of  Absence  in  consequence  of  Sickness.  I 
do  not  recollect  tnat  the  Nature  of  his  Sickness  was  mentioned }  but  his  having 
the  Diarrhoea  may  have  been  mentioned. 

Did  you  know  previously  to  that  that  he  had  had  the  Diarrhoea? 
I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Did  you  know  that  his  Wife  and  Children  had  all  had  the  Diarrhoea? 
I  did  not. 

Under  those  Circumstances  he  applied  for  Leave  of  Absence ;  was  that 
granted  to  him  ? 

Yes. 

Did  you  make  any  Inquiry  of  the  Medical  Gentlemen  with  respect  to 
Cover  having  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
No. 

You  did  not  in  consequence  of  that  Application  make  any  Inquiry  as  to 
\9hat  State  the  Workhouse  had  been  in  during  those  preceding  Months  ? 
No }  there  was  no  Inquiry  made. 

Is  not  the  Visitors  Book  laid  before  you  weekly  ? 
Yes. 

And  that  purported  to  give  an  Account  of  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

And  that  was  read  every  Week  at  the  Board  ? 
Yes }  read  by  me  from  the  Chair. 

Did  none  of  the  Visiting  Committee  make  any  further  Remarks  but  those 
contained  in  the  Book  ? 

I  do  not  remember  that  the  Visiting  Committee  ever  brought  before  the 
Board  any  substantive  Motion  or  Statement  of  the  State  of  the  House. 

Was  there  ever  any  thing  said  by  Mr.  Baker,  for  instance,  upon  the  Subject 
of  the  State  of  the  House  ? 

I  remember  Mr.  Baker  stating  something,  and  I  think  it  must  have  been 
about  that  Time,  before  we  went  into  the  Relief  List 

About  what  Time  ? 

About  March.  The  Circumstance  is  not  fixed  in  my  Mind  to  any  particular 
Time. 

March  1887 ;  shortly  before  he  left  the  Board  ? 

Yes.    Mr.  Baker  stated,  "  Mr.  Chairman,  I  beg  to  state  to  you  that  the 

House  is  unhealthy,  and  it  will  therefore  be  desirable  not  to  order  more 

Paupers  in  than  is  absolutely  necessary.'*     Mr.  Baker  certainly  stated  that  j 
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0.  Warry,  Esq.     and  the  Impression  upon  my  Mind  was,  that  we  should  certainly  attend  to 
'  Mr.  Baker's  Suggestion  in  the  course  of  the  Business  of  the  Day. 

Was  it  ever  stated  to  him,  to  your  Knowledge,  by  yourself  or  any  body 
else  that  the  House  would  hold  more,  and  that  therefore  you  must  order  more 
into  the  House  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that ;  if  I  know  my  own  Heart,  I  do  not  think  I  could 
have  stated  that ;  I  think  it  a  most  unlikely  Statement  to  have  been  made 
to  the  Board,  for  such  Feelings  as  those  have  never  been  manifested  at  the 
Board. 

Such  a  Feeling  has  never  been  manifested  by  any  body  ? 
No,  not  by  any  body  at  the  Board. 

By  Mr.  Poole  ? 

I  think  not.    I  am  sure  I  should  have  recollected  that  if  it  had  taken  place. 

Do  you  remember  a  Person  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  being  sent  into  the 
Workhouse  ? 

The  Circumstance  of  an  individual  Pauper  being  sent  into  the  Workhouse 
is  more  than  I  can  charge  my  Memory  with. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  addressing  the  Board,  and  begging  that  they 
would  not  send  People  in,  for  the  House  was  too  full,  and  that  they  had  ne 
Bed  to  place  Kidner's  Family  upon,  and  that  they  were  obliged  to  remove  the 
Corpse  of  a  Person  who  had  just  died  in  order  to  give  them  a  Bed  ? 

No,  I  think  not 

Have  you  any  Doubt  about  it  ? 

No.    ^         ^ 

Are  you  aware  that  such  a  Fact  did  occur  ? 
No. 

Did  any  Medical  Man  ever  communicate  with  you  upon  the  Subject  of  the 
State  of  the  Workhouse  at  that  Time ;  Mr.  King  or  Mr.  Poole  ? 
No,  I  think  not  j  not  to  me  personally. 

To  the  Board? 

I  do  not  remember  that  any  Statement  was  made. 

Either  to  the  Board  or  you  personally  ? 
No. 

Were  the  Medical  Men  told  that  they  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Diet 
of  the  healthy, — all  they  had  to  do  with  was  the  Diet  of  the  sick? 

I  have  heard  that  Report,  that  such  a  Statement  fell  from  me  ;  but  I  do  not 
remember  stating  that  or  any  thing  like  it  to  the  Medical  Men. 

If  they  had  made  an  Application  to  you,  as  Chairman  of  the  Board,  at  the 
Board,  that  would  have  been  entered  upon  the  Minutes? 

Yes,  I  should  think  it  would ;  and  if  it  had  been  made  by  Letter  it  would 
have  been  entered  in  the  Letter  Book. 

And  if  it  had  been  made  by  Word  of  Mouth,  if  it  had  related  to  any  material 
Change  of  Diet,  it  would  have  been  entered  there  ? 
It  should  have  been  entered  there. 

If  a  Person  has  stated  that  this  did  pass,  you  are  not  prepared  to  say  that  he 
has  stated  what  is  not  true  ? 

I  can  only  sajr  that  I  do  not  recollect  that  that  did  take  place,  and  I  have  a 
Recollection  of  most  that  did  pass  j  for  any  thing  that  passed  out  of  the  com- 
mon Way  I  should  have  made  a  Note  of  j  for  I  keep  a  Journal  of  every  thing 
I  do  in  the  Day. 

But  you  do  not  attend  to  the  Detail  of  the  House  ? 

No;  I  sit  in  the  Chair j  and  Conversations  might  have  passed  between 
individual  Guardians  of  the  Board  which  I  should  not  hear  unless  it  had  come 
formally  before  the  Board. 

You 
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You  say  you  keep  a  private  Journal  of  every  thing  remarkable  that  occurs     G.  fVarry,  Esq. 

to  you ;  if  any  thing  had  occurred  remarkable,  and  which  excited  a  good      — 

deal  of  Feeling  on  your  Part,  or  on  the  Part  of  other  Persons,  should  you 
have  entered  it  in  your  Journal  ? 

I  think  I  should,  for  I  find  such  Entries  as  those  in  my  Journal. 

When  you  first  heard  of  the  Governor  having  the  Diarrhoea,  was  it  reported 
to  you  that  Diarrhoea  existed  in  the  House  ?  In  the  first  place,  did  you  know 
that  the  Governor  had  the  Diarrhoea? 

I  knew  that  he  applied  on  account  of  Sickness,  because  he  appeared  at  the 
Board ;  I  did  not  know  till  then  that  it  was  Diarrhoea,  if  the  Cause  of  his  Illness 
was  then  stated. 

Was  not  the  Cause  of  his  Sickness  stated? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  it  was. 

Were  you  aware  that  a  contagious  Disorder  prevailed  in  the  House  ? 

I  never  heard  of  any  infectious  Disease  in  the  House ;  as  I  stand  here 
before  God  and  my  Country  I  never  knew  at  that  Time  of  an  infectious 
Disease  in  the  House  ? 

What  Disease  was  it  that  afiected  the  Governor  upon  which  he  requested 
Leave  of  Absence  ? 

It  was  about  the  Time  that  the  Influenza  had  been  very  prevalent,  and  it 
was  so  general  throughout  the  Country  that  I  naturally  attributed  the 
Governor's  Sickness  to  that* 

Are  you  quite  satisfied  that  nothing  was  stated  to  you  to  induce  you  to 
suppose  that  it  was  Diarrhoea? 

I  cannot  remember  any  thing  being  stated  one  way  or  the  other. 

Had  you  previously  to  that  heard  of  Diarrhoea  existing  in  the  House? 

I  do  not  think  it  had  been  stated  as  a  Matter  of  Complaint  at  the  Board, 
and  the  Subject  of  Diarrhoea  in  our  Visitors  Book  was  scarcely  ever  mentioned 
as  Diarrhoea,  it  was  said  to  be  Sickness. 

Diarrhoea  is  seldom  mentioned  in  the  Visitors  Book  ? 

Yes ;  and  that  is  the  only  Book  that  I  could  officially  get  Information  from. 

Then  you  had  never  heard  previously  to  the  Governor  asking  for  Leave  of 
Absence  that  Diarrhoea  was  prevalent  m  the  House? 

I  cannot  go  so  far  as  that,  but  my  Mind  was  not  impressed  with  the  Idea  of 
Diarrhoea  being  the  raging  Disease  in  the  House,  which  we  have  heard  of 
lately. 

Have  you  looked  at  the  Medical  Officers  Book  ? 

No ;  very  seldom.  The  Medical  Officers  Book  generally  lies  before  some 
other  Guardian,  and  when  a  Case  came  before  the  Board  for  Relief,  if  it  was 
a  Case  of  Sickness,  I  should  have  asked  the  Guardian  who  had  the  Medical 
Book  before  him  what  the  Medical  Officer  said  of  that  Case. 

Those  Books  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  are  scrutinized  by  any  Guardian  who 
chooses  to  investigate  them  ? 
Yes. 

Then  suppose  that  any  Disease  existed  in  the  House  to  a  considerable 
Extent,  it  is  possible  that  you  as  Chairman  might  not  know  any  thing  of  it? 

I  did  not  know  of  the  Existence  of  Disease  in  the  House  to  the  Extent  to 
which  it  is  said  it  prevailed,  and  I  am  surprised  that  the  Question  was  never 
brought  before  the  Board. 

You  may  have  known  it  to  exist  in  the  same  way  as  you  knew  that  Measles 
and  other  Diseases  existed  in  the  House  ? 

Yes. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  coming  to  the  Board  and  producing  the  Death 
Book,  in  the  Month  of  March,  and  stating  to  you  that  Thirty  Deaths  had 
taken  place  in  the  Workhouse  in  the  course  of  the  Year  out  of  a  daily  Average 
of  Ninety-two  Paupers  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  that  j  and  as  to  the  Death  Book,  if  it  had  been  pro- 
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G.  Warty,  Esq.    diiced  before  me  I  think  I  should  have  had  some  Recdlectioa  g£  it,  )3vhidi  I 
—       have  not. 

Had  you   never  heard  as  a  Matter  of  Notoriety  of  the  Prevalence  of 
Diarrhoea  ? 
No,  I  had  not. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  it  was  so  prevalent  and  so  contagious  that  there  was 
Difficulty  in  procuring  Nurses  to  attend  the  Sick  ? 

No }  my  Attention  would  have  been  most  decidedly  called  to  it  if  it  had 
been  so.    I  would  not  have  remained  quiet  till  I  had  inquired  into  it 

If  it  had  been  to  that  Extent,  do  you  conceive,  from  your  Connexion  wift 
Bridgwater,  and  as  Chairman  of  the  Board,  that  it  could  have  remamed 
unknown  to  you  ? 

I  do  not  think  it  could.  I  was  in  Bridgwater  Two  or  Three  Days  a  Week 
on  other  Business,  and  I  never  heard  of  it ;  and  I  have  since  inquiiM  of  other 
Guardians,  and  they  never  heard  of  it 

The  Visitors  Book  of  the  Workhouse  is  laid  before  the  Board  of  Guardians 
in  each  Week  ? 
Yes,  it  is. 

Besides  that,  is  not  the  Medical  Officers  Book  laid  before  the  Board  of 
Guardians  each  Week  ? 
Yes,  it  is. 

Is  that  examined  by  the  Board  ? 

It  lies  for  Examination  before  the  Board,  but  it  does  not  come  before  me 
to  read  out  of  it. 

Then  you  do  not  examine  whether  in  that  Book  or  not  there  are  a  certain 
Number  of  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  stated  as  existing  in  the  House  ? 

I  should  not  find  it  out  from  that  Book ;  I  ^ould  not  take  it  upas  I  shooM 
the  Visitors  Book. 

Why  is  that  Book  laid  before  the  Board  ? 

To  enable  the  Board  to  offer  such  Relief  as  the  Parties  may  apply  for. 
There  are  Two  Books  kept 

The  Question  refers  to  the  Book  kept  by  the  Medical  Officers  of  the 
Sickness  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

Reference  to  that  Book  would  be  very  rare  by  the  Board  ;  the  Chairman 
would  not  have  that  Book  brought  before  him,  because  it  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  Relief.  The  Board  is  not  called  upon  to  order  Relief  in  conse- 
quence of  any  thing  occurring  in  that  Book.  y 

Did  you  happen  to  visit  the  House  ? 
I  did  visit  it  j  not  very  frequently. 

You  did  not  happen  to  visit  it  shortly  before  Mr.  Baker  made  that  Repre- 
sentation to  which  you  have  referred  ? 
No,  I  did  not. 

Then  in  point  of  fact  all  the  Knowledge  which  the  Board  of  Guardians  had 
of  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  depended  upon  the  Correctness  or  Inconrecl- 
ness  of  the  Report  of  the  Visitors  ? 

That  is  all  the  official  Knowledge  that  the  Board  had  brought  to  its  Notice 

The  Board  took  no  Steps,  generally  speaking,  to  inquire  whether  that 
Report  was  correct  or  not;  they  trusted  to  Uieir  Visiting  Committee's 
Report? 

Yes. 

Therefore  many  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  may  have  occurred  in  the  Medical 
Officers  Book  without  the  Board  of  Guardians  taking  any  Notice  of  it  ? 

It  might  have  occurred  in  that  Book  without  the  Board  knowing  any  thing 
about  it 

If 
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If  it  should  appear  that  in  tbatBook  there  were  in  the  Months  of  January,     g.  Wnrtf,  Esq. 
February,  and  March  many  Instances  of  Diarrhoea  they  were  not  known  to      .— .— . 
the  Board  ? 

They  would  not  be  known  to  the  Board  as  a  Body ;  the  Visiting  Committee 
might  Know  it. 

For  what  Purpose  is  the  Visiting  Committee  appointed ;  is  it  to  visit  the 
Workhouse,  and  to  see  the  State  in  which  it  is  ? 

Yes ;  and  to  superintend  the  whole  Management  of  the  Workhouse,  subject 
to  the  Control  of  the  Board. 

Is  it  possible  that  Diarrhoea  could  prevail  to  a  great  Extent  in  the  Work- 
house without  their  knowing  it? 
I  should  think  they  must  have  known  it  if  it  prevailed  to  a  great  Extent. 

And  they  would  not  do  their  Duty  if  they  did  not  communicate  it  to  the 
Board  if  it  did  prevail  ? 

They  ought  certainly  to  have  communicated  it  to  the  Board  if  it  was  such 
a  grievous  Disease  as  it  is  represented  to  have  been. 

Ought  they  not  to  have  communicated  it  by  making  some  Entry  in  their 
Book? 
Yes. 

To  whatever  Extent  it  prevailed  ought  they  not  to  have  informed  the 
Board? 

It  should  have  appeared  on  the  Visitors  Book,  because  there  are  Questions 
put  which  should  be  answered  according  to  the  State  of  the  House. 

Do  you  know  Mr  Poole,  the  Surgeon,  who  officiated  for  Mr  King  ? 
I  do. 

He  has  stated,  that  over  and  over  again  he  communicated  to  the  Visiting 
Committee  that  Diarrhoea  did  prevail,  and  that  Eight  or  Ten  People  had  died 
before  the  Letter  to  Mr  King ;  did  you  ever  hear  of  that  ? 

No,  I  never  did.    I  am  not  aware  of  any  Letter  to  Mr  King. 


But  you  cannot  say  that  that  is  not  true  ? 


I  cannot  contradict  it. 

The  Mortality  would  contradict  it  if  it  was  not  true  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  the  Visiting  Committee  being  warned  against  going 
into  the  Workhouse  on  account  of  the  Disease  which  prevailed  there  ? 
I  never  heard  of  the  Circumstance ;  that  I  positively  state. 

You  read  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Ccnnmittee  every  Week  at  the  Board  ? 

Yes. 

From  that  you  had  no  Notion  that  Diarrhoea  was  prevalent  in  the  House  ? 

Certainly  not. 

If  it  should  turn  out  that  between  the  22d  of  July  1836  and  the  21st  of 
April  1837  the  Word  "  Diarrhoea'*  appears  only  Three  Times  in  the  Entries 
in  the  Visitors  Book,  and  that  at  long  Intervals,  do  you  think  it  unreasonable 
that  the  Board  of  Guardians  should  not  have  known  that  Diarrhoea  was  raging 
in  a  very  violent  Degree  in  the  House  ? 

Certainly  not,  because  I  should  not  have  known  it  myself  but  from  this,  and 
I  state  that  I  did  not  know  that  Diarrhoea  was  the  ra^ng  Disease,  and  I  had 
no  Opportunity  of  knowing  it  but  from  this.  On  the  Two  first  Days  in  which 
"  Diarrhoea*'  is  mentioned  in  the  Visitors  Book,  27th  September  and  21st 
February,  I  was  not  at  the  Board. 

You  were  not  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  House  yourself? 

I  was  not  in  the  habit  so  much  as  I  could  wish,  for  I  had  not  Time.  I  have 
gone  over  to  Bridgwater  Two  or  Three  Times  a  Week,  and  I  have  frequently 
done  the  Business  of  the  Board  almost  alone;  and  when  I  have  sat  there  till 

almost  dark,  and  had  afterwards  to  ride  over  an  inhospitable  Country, I  had 

not  Time ;  but  I  have  frequently  visited  the  Clerk  when  I  have  gone  into  the 
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G.  Warry,  Esq.    Towii,  and  I  should  have  heard  of  any  Grievance  from  him  if  it  existed*  and 

we  had  Five  elected  Guardians  resident  in  the  Town,  and  Three  ex  officio 

Guardians ;  they  were  on  the  Spot  to  remedy  any  raging  Disease. 

Your  Intercourse  with  Bridgwater  was  sufficient  to  enable  you  to  hear  of  any 
infectious  Disorder  raging  in  mat  Town  ? 

Most  unquestionably ;  and  I  may  observe  that  Mr  Meade  King  is  remark- 
ably nervous  about  infectious  Disease ;  for  I  remember  being  in  his  House,  and 
he  stated  a  Case  of  Typhus  Fever  in  the  Petherton  House,  and  we  agreed  that 
it  should  be  inquired  into,  and  he  made  some  Inquiry  of  Mr  Ward,  so  anxioul 
was  he  to  prevent  it ;  so  that  it  would  have  been  impressed  upora  my  Mind  if 
any  thing  like  the  Disease  which  is  represented  had  existed. 

When  was  the  first  Time  you  heard  that  the  Disease  was  raging  in  the 
House  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  I  can  charge  my  Mind  with  any  thing  so  strong  as 
that  of  Disease  raging  in  the  House  j  there  is  nothing  that  was  ever  officially 
laid  before  the  Board  in  any  way  to  affect  my  Mind  with  the  Suggestion 
of  that. 

Independently  of  what  was  laid  before  the  Board,  when  was  the  first 
Time  that  you  heard  that  there  had  been  a  contagious  Disorder  in  the 
House  ? 

I  never  heard  of  a  contagious  Disorder  in  the  House. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  never  heard  of  a  contagious  Disorder  ? 
There  has  been  Itch  there. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you   never  heard  it  said  that  there  was  ao 
infectious  Disorder  in  the  House  ? 
Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet  has  stated  it. 

Have  you  heard  it  only  from  Mr.  Bo  wen's  Pamphlet  ? 
There  might  be  Fever. 

But  not  a  raging  infectious  Disorder,  such  a  Disorder  as  rendered  it 
improper  and  unsafe  to  send  in  new  Paupers  ? 

I  never  heard  of  such  a  State  of  Disease  as  that  in  the  House.  Mr.  Baker 
reminded  the  Board  of  the  unhealthy  State  of  the  House,  and  that  it  would 
be  better  not  to  send  in  more  than  was  necessary. 

What  was  that  unhealthy  State  ? 

It  was  when  the  Influenza  was  prevalent. 

Did  he  say  that  you  ought  not  to  send  in  more  than  was  necessary,  or 
that  you  ought  not  to  send  any  more  Paupers  into  the  House  ? 
I  think  he  said  "  more  than  was  necessary/' 

Were  the  Words  that  were  used,  **  more  than  was  necessary*'  or  "  any 
more  "  ? 

I  should  say  that  the  Words  were,  that  we  should  not  send  in  more 
than  we  were  obliged  to,  rather  than  that  we  should  not  send  in  "any 
more/^ 

Have  you  any  positive  Recollection  upon  that  Point  ? 

I  believe  he  stated  that  we  should  send  in  as  few  as  possible. 

If  you  heard  him  state  positively  that  what  he  said  was  that  you  should 
not  send  in  any  more,  should  you  be  prepared  to  contradict  him  ? 

I  think  he  must  be  mistaken  ;  I  believe  such  a  Statement  to  be  not  accord- 
ing  to  the  Fact,  I  remember  the  Place  at  the  Board  from  whence  he  made 
the  Observation. 

Would  it  have  struck  vou  with  Astonishment  if  he  had  stated  that  there 
was  such  a  Complaint  in  the  House  that  nobody  else  ought  to  be  sent  in  ? 
Yes ;  for  Mr.  Baker  is  a  Gentleman  that  I  should  have  attended  to. 

You  would  have  started  with  Surprise  if  he  had  so  stated  it? 
Yes,  certainly. 
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And  you  would  have  felt  it  your  Duty  to  bring  the  Case  under  the  Notice     g.  Hearty,  Esq. 
of  the  Board  ?  

Yes ;  if  he  had  stated  it  in  that  Manner  I  never  should  have  gone  out  of  the 
Town  without  inquiring  into  it. 

If  he  has  stated,  **  The  Chairman  has  repeatedly  told  me  that  the  Dietary 
could  not  be  altered,*'  is  that  correct  ? 

I  think  Mr.  Baker  has  gone  beyond  the  Fact  there,  in  saying  that  I  have 
repeatedly  stated  that  to  him,  I  had  very  little  personal  Communication  with 
^[n  Baker. 

Have  you  ever  done  it  ? 

I  do  not  remember  that  I  have.  Mr.  Baker,  as  I  stated  just  now,  might 
have  come  and  asked  me  my  individual  Opinion  with  regard  to  the  Alteration 
of  the  Dietary. 

Is  this  true,  if  Mr.  Baker  has  stated  "  When  I  found  that  I  could  not  have  the 
Dietary  altered  I  begged  the  Board  to  refrain  from  sending  any  more  People 
into  the  House ;  I  thought  that  if  we  could  keep  the  House  from  having  too 
many  Inmates  we  might  by  and  by  get  the  House  more  healthy.  The  Reply 
was  given  to  me  several  Times  upon  that  Occasion,  that  when  we  took  the 
House  it  was  reported  to  be  able  m  contain  a  certain  Number  of  Persons,  and 
that  that  Number  had  not  yet  been  put  there,  therefore  there  was'  suflScient 
Room  to  take  in  more'*  ? 

I  do  not  remember  that  passing  at  the  Board. 

If  he  has  so  stated,  is  it  true  or  is  it  not  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  its  having  been  stated. 

He  states,  **  the  Reply  was  given  to  me  several  Times  upon  that  Occa- 
sion''? 

I  do  not  remember  that,  and  I  think  that  that  is  an  Observation  which 
would  have  been  impressed  upon  me.  He  stated  that  the  House  was  unhealthy ; 
I  perfectly  remember  his  stating  that,  and  the  Impression  upon  my  Mind 
bemg  that  we  should  order  into  the  House  no  more  than  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  take  in. 

Do  you  remember  this  Circumstance :  his  proposing  to  make  Motions  once 
or  twice  to  the  Board  upon  the  Subject  of  the  State  of  the  House,  and  the 
Disease  prevailing  within  it,  and  that  still  other  Inmates  were  taken  in,  and 
that  you  begged  him  not  to  make  Motions  if  he  could  avoid  it  that  would 
be  likely  to  interrupt  the  good  Feeling  of  the  Board,  saying  it  was  a  Pity  we 
should  divide  more  than  was  absolutely  necessary;  and  in  order  to  satisfy  him 
on  those  Points  he  was  allowed  to  be  as  indulgent  as  he  could  be,  as  one  of 
the  Visitors,  to  the  sick,  but  he  was  always  prevented  making  any  Alteration 
as  to  the  healthy  ? 

I  do  not  remember  that ;  I  do  not  remember  that  Mr,  Baker  ever  gave  me 
a  Motion  to  put  from  the  Chair. 

Was  he  told  that  there  would  be  fresh  People  put  into  the  House,  a3  Occa- 
sion required,  to  carry  the  Law  into  effect  ? 
I  do  not  remember  that. 

You  were  pretty  constantly  there  ? 

Yes. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  being  constantly  in  the  habit  of  agitating  this 
Question,  calling  the  Attention  of  the  Board  to  the  unhealthy  State  of  the 
House,  and  to  the  Impropriety  of  sending  more  Persons  into  the  House,  and 
the  Necessity  of  altering  the  Dietary  ? 

Certainly  not ;  I  do  not  remember  that  System  being  pursued  at  the  Board. 

Do  you  remember  his  obtaining  Permission  to  remove  some  Children  that 
were  convalescent  out  of  the  House  to  Petherton  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that,  I  see  from  the  Books  that  Three  Children  were 
removed. 

What  Use  did  the  Board  originally  intend  to  apply  that  Petherton  House  to  ? 

It  was  intended  mostly  for  Children,  but  we  occasionally  removed  sick 
Paupers  there  for  Change  of  Air. 
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G.  Warty^  Eiq.        When  jou  removed  Children  it  was  not  because  they  were  sick.    You  have 
^  occasionally  removed  grown-up  Persons  to  that  House  for  Change  of  Air;  but 

die  natural  Hace  for  Children  was  North  Petfaerton  House^  and  not  Bridg. 

water? 
Yes,  it  was. 

How  came  it  then  that  any  of  the  Children  were  at  Bridgwater  ? 
Some  must  have  been  with  their  Mothers. 

Those  who  were  likely  to  remain  habitual  Inmates,  were  they  removed  tv 
North  Petherton,  where  there  was  a  Schoolmistress  ? 
Yes. 

Were  not  those  Children  removed  for  Change.  <^  Air  ? 
Those  Three. 

Were  there  not  several  more  ? 
I  cannot  recollect 

You  will  not  state  that  there  were  not  ? 
I  cannot. 

You  do  not  upon  these  Points  on  which  you  have  been  examined  mean  to 
speak  positively,  but  to  the  best  of  your  Recollection? 
No;  but  I  think  I  must  have  recollected  if  this  had  occurred. 

You  will  not  venture  to  say  that  Mr.  Baker  has  stated  that  which  is  not 
true? 

My  Knowledge  of  Mr.  Baker's  Character  would  make  me  hesitate  in  stating 
that,  but  my  Recollection  does  not  serve  me  to  corroborate  him  at  all,  and  I 
have  no  Recollection  of  the  Facts. 

Do  you  remember  his  suggesting  that  if  you  thought  the  Board  had  not  the 
Power  to  alter  the  Dietary  some  Steps  should  be  taken  to  obtain  the  Permission 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  do  so  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  Circumstance. 

Will  you  have  the  goodness  to  look  at  the  weekly  Return  made  by  the 
Medical  Officer  of  the  Paupers  in  the  Bridgwater  District ;  it  distinguishes  the 
In-door  Paupers  from  the  Out? 

Yes. 

Have  the  goodness  to  state  how  many  In-door  Paupers  are  put  down  by  the 
Medical  Officer  as  suffisring  from  Diarrnoea  in  the  Week  endmg  the  29th  of 
November  ? 

Twelve. 

Will  you  look  at  the  Week  ending  the  6th  of  December  ? 
Sixteen. 

The  Week  ending  the  20th  ? 
Eight. 

The  27th  ? 
Eleven. 

The  5th  of  January  1837  ? 
Eleven. 

The  Week  endmg  the  17th  ? 
Six. 

In  the  Week  ending  the  24th  ? 
Five. 

In  the  Week  ending  the  31  st  ? 
Two. 

In  the  Week  ending  the  7th  February  ? 
Four. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
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MARY  REED  is  called  ia,  and  examined  as  follows :  Mary  Heed. 

WHERE  do  you  live? 
At  Bridgwater. 

Were  you  ever  applied  to,  to  go  to  be  Nurse  at  the  Bridgwater  Work- 
house  ? 

No,  I  never  was  applied  to  j  I  lived  in  the  House  at  the  Time. 

Were  you  a  Pauper  in  the  House  ? 
I  was. 

Were  you  there  at  the  Time. of  the  Sickness  ? 
I  was. 

Were  you  employed  in  nursing  those  People  who  were  sick  ? 
I  was  lending  a  Hand  when  Uie  other  Nurses  were  about  any  thing  else.    I 
never  was  a  hired  Nurse. 

You  were  employed  as  Nurse  when  the  other  Nurses  were  engaged  ? 
Yes }  when  ihe  rest  of  the  Nurses  were  washing  or  doing  any  tmng  else. 

In  what  Sort  of  State  was  the  House  ? 

The  House  was  in  a  very  bad  Stisite,  and  I  think  owing  to  so  many  Children 
that  were  taken  from  the  Country  and  put  in  one  after  the  other ;  they  were 
ill  when  they  came  in« 

What  were  they  ill  of? 

Bad  in  the  Bowels ;  very  much  relaxed,  a  great  many  of  them. 

Were  the  old  People  bad  in  that  way  too  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  a  Smell  in  the  House  ? 

There  was  no  Smell  in  the  House  otherwise  than  the  Children  could  not 
contain  themselves ;  but  it  was  not  so  bad  as  was  reported. 

The  House  was  clean  in  every  other  respect  ? 
Yes. 

Did  that  create  a  Smell  in  the  House  ? 
Yes,  for  certain. 

Was  it  confined  to  the  Rooms  where  the  Children  were  ? 
Confined  to  one  Room,  the  Place  called  the  Nursery,  where  they  were  so 
dangerously  ill. 

Was  there  any  Smell  in  any  other  Part  of  the  House  ? 
None  in  the  other  Part. 

None  in  the  Kitchen  ? 

No  Smell  in  the  Kitchen  in  the  least ;  the  Kitchen  was  under  Ground. 

Are  you  sure  there  was  no  Smell  in  the  Kitchen  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  go  into  the  Kitchen  ? 
Yes,  often ;  and  I  washed  in  there. 

Did  any  Smell  proceed  from  the  washing  of  dirty  Linen  ? 
Yes,  a  Utde. 

How  many  Children  had  you  in  a  Bed  there  ? 

We  had  Eight  in  a  Bed  when  the  House  was  so  verv  full.  We  were  obliged 
to  put  Beds  Two  together  upon  the  Floor  when  they  kept  coming  in  so  fast. 

They  kept  coming  in  so  fast  that  at  last  you  were  obliged  to  put  Two  Beds 
upon  the  Floor,  and  Eight  Children  in  those  Two  Beds. 
Yes. 

Was  that  for  any  great  Length  of  Time  ? 

No  great  Length ;  some  of  the  Children  died,  and  others  got  better. 
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Mary  Reed.  Did  you  go  into  the  Rooms  of  the  grown-up  People  ? 

'  Yps. 

How  many  People  were  there  in  the  Beds  ? 
Two. 

Never  more  than  Two  ? 

No ;  never  more  than  Two,  to  the  best  of  my  Knowledge. 

Do  you  speak  of  Women  or  Men  ? 
I  speak  of  Women  and  Men. 

There  were  never  Three  in  a  Bed  ? 

Never,  to  the  best  of  my  Knowledge;  if  there  were  thev  got  into  the  Bed 
after  I  left  them.    Very  often  I  stopped  up  all  Night  with  them* 

Those  were  grown-up  People? 
Yes. 

Were  they  ill  of  the  same  Disorder  ? 
Yes. 

Did  that  last  any  great  Length  of  Time  ? 
I  suppose  Two  or  Three  Months. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Time  when  that  began  ? 
I  believe  it  was  about  the  2d  or  Sd  of  January* 

Did  it  not  begin  in  the  Autumn  before  ? 
I  believe  it  was  October  that  it  began. 

How  long  did  it  last  j  till  April  ? 
I  suppose  it  did. 

Do  you  remember  the  Governor  falling  sick  of  it  ? 
He  was  ill  some  Time,  but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  the  Sickness  of  that, 
for  he  never  attended  the  Sick. 

You  remember  his  being  ill  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  his  lifting  a  poor  Man  who  was  dying  of  this  Disorder? 
No }  I  never  heard  that  he  did. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Farthing  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  die  ? 

He  did ;  he  died  in  an  Outhouse ;  he  never  slept  in  the  Hou^,  he  slept 
in  an  Outhouse  that  was  made  to  confine  People  that  were  deranged  in  thdr 
Minds ;  the  House  was  ftdl,  and  we  were  obliged  to  put  him  there. 

How  long  had  he  been  there  before  he  died  ? 
I  suppose  about  a  Week. 

Was  he  ill  of  the  same  Disorder  ? 
No,  he  was  not  ill  of  that  Disorder. 

You  did  not  go  into  that  Place  much  ? 
Yes,  I  did  ;  I  attended  him. 

Do  you  remember  Gover  lifting^  him  when  he  was  dying  or  after  he  was 
dead  ? 
No. 

Do  you  remember  his  dying  ? 

I  was  with  him  before  he  departed. 

And  the  Governor  did  not  lift  him  then  ? 

No,  he  did  not;  I  will  say  that  for  a  Truth,  that  he  never  lifted  him. 


What  was  the  Matter  with  Farthing? 

I  do  not  know  what  was  the  Matter  with  him. 
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He  was  a  Vagrant,  and  lousy  ?  Mary  Reed. 

Yes,  and  that  made  us  put  him  out  into  the  Outhouse.    His  Wife  came  in      

with  the  same  Disorder,  and  died  in  the  House. 

Was  he  a  regular  Tramp  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  he  was  a  regular  Tramp  j  he  lived  in  the  Parish  called 
Broomfield. 

Have  you  ever  seen  the  People  so  bad  in  the  Workhouse  that  they  were 
lying  on  the  Beds  in  their  own  Mess  that  they  made  ? 

In  the  Night  they  have  been  in  that  Mess  till  such  Time  in  the  Morning 
as  we  could  get  clean  Things  to  put  on  them. 

The  Visiting  Committee  did  not  visit  during  the  Night  ? 

>  o. 

Have  you  ever  seen  in  the  Day-time  People  lying  in  their  Beds  in  their 
Mess,  Two  or  Three  at  a  Time? 

No }  they  never  did,  no  longer  than  while  we  could  get  clean  Things  for 
them. 

Both  grown-up  People  and  Children? 
Yes. 

You  say  that  the  Reason  why  you  put  so  many  Children  in  a  Bed  was  that 
the  House  was  so  full  ? 
Yes. 

Were  the  other  Parts  of  the  House  very  full  too  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  go  into  all  the  Parts  of  the  House  ? 
Every  Room  of  the  House  I  was  obliged  to  go  into. 

Where  the  healthy  were  as  well  as  the  sick  ? 
Yes. 

Were  there  no  more  than  Two  in  a  Bed? 

No ;  I  can  take  my  Oath  that  no  more  than  Two  grown-up  People  were 
put  into  a  Bed ;  and  as  to  the  Children,  that  was  never  but  once. 

Were  you  in  the  old  House  under  the  old  Law  ? 

Yes  J  I  was  in  the  House  in  Mr.  Underdown's  Time  Six  or  Seven  Years. 

They  used  to  be  crowded  there  ? 

Not  at  that  Time.    We  had  109  in  the  House  at  one  Time. 

Then  there  were  Two  in  a  Bed  ? 
Sometimes. 

And  more  than  Two  in  a  Bed  ? 

No. 

Do  you  know  Elizabeth  Bray  ? 
X  es. 

What  is  she  ? 

She  is  a  Washerwoman. 

Do  you  remember  her  coming  up  to  the  Workhouse  to  wash  ? 
Yes. 

Was  she  well  when  sfie  came  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  get  ill  while  she  was  there  ? 
I  never  heard  that  she  did. 

How  long  did  she  continue  to  wash  ? 
Three  Weeks  or  a  Month. 

If  she  hid  fallen  ill  of  this  Complaint   she   could  not  have    continued 
working  ? 
No. 
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Mary  Reed.  ^^^  ^^^  S^  backwards  and  forwards  ? 
',  Yes* 

You  know  her  well  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  complain  of  being  ill? 

She  complained  of  her  Stomach  and  of  Headache,  but  not  that  she  could 
not  do  hear  Work.    When  there  was  no  washing  she  hdped  Mrs.  Gover. 

Do  you  know  Mrs.  Phillips? 
Yes. 

Did  she  come  there  ? 

She  washed  in  the  House  a  Week  or  a  Fortnight ;  but  she  had  got  plenty 
of  Work  out,  and  did  not  come  afterwards. 

Was  there  any  Time  when  there  were  more  Nurses  wanted  ? 

Yes ;  there  were  not  People  in  the  House  sufficient  to  take  care  of  the  Sick. 

Who  came  to  help  you  ? 
Nobody  but  Betsy  feiggs. 

Is  that  Elizabeth  Bray  ? 
Yes. 

Why  did  they  call  her  Bray  ? 
Her  maiden  Name  is  Bray. 

Is  she  married  ?  i 

Yes,  she  is  married  now. 

Was  she  married  at  that  Time  ? 

Yes,  and  her  Husband  was  very  ill  then. 

How  came  you  not  to  get  more  Nurses  ? 
That  was  as  the  Governor  chose. 

Was  Application  made  to  People  to  come  ? 

No ;  there  was  no  Application  made  by  me  to  People  to  come. 

You  know  of  no  Application  being  made  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
No  ;  I  do  not  think  the  Grovemor  ever  ordered  any. 

You  did  not  know  of  anybody  refusing  to  come  ? 

No ;  and  I  believe  nobody  was  asked  but  Biggs  and  Phillips. 

Were  you  ill  yourself? 

I  was  ill  my  ownself,  the  first  of  the  grown  People,  and  I  always  thought 
that  it  was  from  attending  the  Children - 

The  Children  were  removed  as  quickly  at  they  could  be  to  North  Petherton? 
Yes ;  and  many  grown  People  as  well. 

And  there  they  got  well  ? 

Yes  J  some  of  them  were  very  ill,  and  died. 

The  Change  of  Air  from  one  House  to  another  was  useful  to  them? 
Yes  ;  the  Doctors  said  that  it  would  do  them  good,  but  they  died,  a  great 
many  of  them. 

You  say  the  House  was  not  very  ofiensive  ? 

No,  only  where  the  Children  were  so  many  of  them  ;  I  believe  there  were 
Seven  or  Eight,  or  more. 

Did  the  Visiting  Committee  use  to  visit  always  ? 
Yes. 

Were  they  ever  recommended  by  the  Medical  Officer  not  to  visit  ? 
I  do  not  know  j.  I  never  heard  that  they  were  persuaded  not  da  it. 


Did  they  use  to  come  more  than  once  a  Week  ? 

Yes  i  some  of  them  came  more  than  once  and  more  than  twice. 
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Was  there  any  one  Week  when  none  came  at  all  ?  Mary  Reed. 

No ;  I  do  not  think  there  was.  ' 

Should  you  have  known  if  there  was  ? 
Yes. 

And  you  do  not  believe  that  there  was  any  one  Week  in  which  they  did  not 
come  ? 

No  ;  I  am  sure  that  one  or  other  came  Two  or  Three  Times  a  Week, 

They  say  otlierwise  ? 

Yes,  they  do ;  but  I  say  the  Truth. 

When  these  Gentlemen  came  did  they  walk  through  all  the  Rooms  ? 
Yes  ;  I  believe  they  did. 

Did  they  go  into  the  Children's  Room  ? 
Yes,  they  did. 

You  were  in  the  Nursery  principally  ? 

I  did  go  with  them  with  Mr.  Gover  into  every  Room  in  the  House. 

Who  were  the  Gentlemen  who  did  this ;  Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Axforil  ? 
Yes. 

Mr.  Ruddock,  the  Clergyman  ? 
Yes. 

And  Mr.  Colthurst? 

I  do  not  know  Mr.  Colthurst. 

And  you  are  quite  sure  that  there  was  not  a  Week  that  some  one  of  them 
did  not  come  Two  or  Three  Times  ? 

There  was  not.     There  was  Mr.  Inman  came. 

You  say  you  remember  this  Man  Farthing ;  do  you  remember  that  he  was 
waited  upon  by  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Rowsell  ? 

xes.  , 

Do  you  remember  Rowsell  falling  ill  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  the  Day  that  Farthing  died  ? 
No,  1  cannot 

Do  you  remember  the  Circumstance  of  his  Death  ? 

Yes  ;  I  was  there  at  the  Time  that  he  died,  and  laid  him  out,  and  made  a 
Shroud. 

What  Time  of  the  Day  was  it  that  he  died  ? 

In  the  Morning  as  well  as  I  recollect,  but  so  many  have  died  there  that  I 
cannot  say ;  1  do  believe  it  was  in  the  Morning  that  he  died. 

Do  you  remember  the  Governor  being  there  at  that  Time  ? 
No,  he  was  not ;  he  came  soon  afterwards. 

Do  you  remember  his  putting  some  Brandy  into  the  Man's  Mouth  ? 
No ;  it  is  what  I  believe  he  never  did. 

Then  if  he  has  said  so  you  believe  he  has  not  told  the  Truth  ? 
I  never  knew  that  he  put  a  Drop  of  Brandy,  or  his  Wife  either,  into  his 
Mouth. 

Might  he  not  have  dons  that  when  you  were  not  there  ? 
I  should  have  heard  if  he  had. 

How  would  you  have  heard  it  ? 
Rowsell  would  have  told  me. 

Rowsell  was  ill  ? 

He  was  not  so  bad  but  what  he  took  care  of  the  Sick. 

He  stayed  with  him  till  he  died  ? 

Yes ;  Rowsell  came  and  called  me  when  he  was  dying. 

(151.29.)  6X  You 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1082    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  ^ 

Mary  Reed.  You  are  sure  that  it  was  Rowsell  ? 

— — -  Yes.    When  a  Man  was  sick  he  was  a  very  good  Nurse. 

If  Gover  has  said,  "  At  Eight  o'Clock  in  the  Morning  I  pat  a  small  Drop  of 
Brandy  into  Farthing's  Moutn ;  the  Person  that  attended  him  was  taken  very 
ill,  and  I  was  obliged  to  go  and  attend  him  myself/'  is  that  true,  or  is  it  not? 

That  is  a  great  Falsity,  I  am  sure  of  it. 

Was  there  a  Smell  about  Farthing  ? 
There  was. 

He  was  in  a  shocking  horrible  State  ? 
Yes,  very  dirty. 

Had  he  the  Itch  ? 
Yes,  I  believe  he  had. 

Was  he  ill  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

No,  it  was  not  the  Diarrheea  that  he  had. 

What  Disease  had  he  ? 

He  laid  about ;  I  believe  it  was  a  violent  Cold  that  be  had  got, — a  ChilL 

Are  you  Nurse  in  the  Workhouse  now  ? 
I  am  not. 

Are  you  in  the  new  Workhouse  ? 

Yes,  but  I  am  not  Nurse ;  they  have  a  hired  Nurse. 

Do  you  ever  assist  in  nursing  now  ? 

No,  I  do  not }  only  taking  care  of  the  old  infirm  People.  I  anv  Nurse  to 
them. 

Do  you  know  James  Pocock,  and  Maiy  Tucker,  and  Henry  Perry  ? 

Yes. 

They  have  all  died  ? 

Yes  J  they  had  the  Diarrhoea^  all  of  them. 

Did  they  get  well  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

No,  they  did  not  j  that  was  the  Cause  of  their  Deathsv 

The  Diarrhoea  went  on  with  them  till  they  died? 
Yes.  ^ 

Do  you  recollect  a  Mau  of  the  Name  of  BrifFet  coming  into  the  Work- 
liouse? 
No^  I  do  not.    I  cannot  say  much  of  the  new  Workhouse 

You  know  Rowsell  j.  he  is  dead  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  what  he  died  of? 

It  was  a  comical  Complaint ;  it  was  not  the  Diari^hcea% 

What  was  his  Complaint? 
He  was  ruptured. 

Did  he  die  of  that? 
He  did. 

Was  it  not  something  the  matter  with  his  Head  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  there  was  any  thing  the  matter  with  his  Head.  There 
were  plenty  of  them  bad  in  the  Room  at  the  same  Time, 

Who  were  the  others  ? 
Briffet  and  Jarman. 

And  George  Parish  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  he  die  of? 

A  Kind  of  Decline,  I  think  it  was. 

Had 
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Had  he  any  Fever  ?                                                                                               Mary  Reed. 
Yes.  

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Jarman  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  he  die  of  ? 

He  had  got  the  Diarrhoea  very  bad. 

Did  he  die  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

Yes.   I  must  know,  for  I  bided  with  hun  Five  Nights  out  of  Six.  He  was  an 
elderly  Man. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Gill  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  he  die  of? 

I  do  not  know  ;  I  think  he  broke  his  Heart ;  he  had  no  Disorder  to  die  of ; 
he  had  not  got  the  Diarrhoea. 

Do  you  remember  Isaac  Watts  ? 
Yes  J  he  died  of  the  Diarrhoea. 

Had  he  the  Ague  ? 

He  had  the  Ague ;  but  I  believe  it  was  stopped ;  he  had  not  it  about  him 
when  he  died. 

Starkie  ? 

I  was  with  him. 

What  was  the  Matter  with  him  ? 
He  was  taken  in  his  Head. 

Was  he  Eighty-five  Years  of  Age  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  the  Governor's  Wife  catching  this  Disorder  ? 
Yes ;  she  was  ill  at  the  Time. 

Did  she  ever  nurse  the  Children  ? 

No,  she  never  nursed  any  of  the  Children  that  were  ill. 

Did  she  come  into  the  Nursery  ? 

Yes ;  she  came  into  the  Nursery  once  a  Day,  and  sometimes  she  would 
come  twice. 

Do  you  know  Trood  ? 
Yes. 

Was  he  constantly  up  at  the  House  ? 

Yes  ;  before  he  went  to  this  Place  that  he  is  at  now. 

Was  he  there  every  Day,  or  twice  a  Week  ? 
Almost  always  twice  a  Week. 

And  did  he  go  about  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

And  he  managed  the  House  ? 

Yes }  he  did  what  he  could  to  assist  Mr.  Gover. 

Who  paid  him  ? 

I  believe  they  paid  him  out  of  their  Salary. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Eleven  o'Clock. 
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Die  Venerisy  20^  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Evidence  on  the 

Operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  Amende 

ment  Act. 

Mr,  JOHN  RODNEY  WARD  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  

Mr.  J.  n.  Ward. 

YOU  are  a  Surgeon  ?  — — — 

I  am. 

Now  residing  at  Bridgwater  ? 
I  am. 

You  are  in  charge  of  the  Bridgwater  District  of  the  Poor  Union  and  the 
Workhouse  ? 
lam. 

Where  were  you  educated  as  a  Surgeon  ? 

1  was  Three  Years  educated  at  Guy's  and  St.  Thomas's  Hospitals. 

Did  you  get  Certificates  from  either  or  both  of  those  Hospitals  ? 
I  have  all  the  necessary  Certificates  from  both. 

Have  the  goodness  to  produce  your  Certificates  from  Guy's  and  St  Thomas's 
Hospitals  ? 

I  shall  be  happy  to  do  so. 

Have  you  got  here  the  Certificates  you  produced  to  the  Board  at  Bridgwater  ? 
I  have. 

How  many  Years  ago  is  it  since  you  were  in  Guy's  and  St  Thomas's 
Hospitals  ? 

In  1824  to  1827. 

What  Age  were  you  at  that  Time  ? 

I  must  have  been  about  Twenty  or  Twenty.one. 

Your  Age  now  is  Thirty-four? 
Yes,  about  that 

The  Witness  produces  his  Certificates  and  Diploma^ 

The  following  is  read : 

Theatre,  Guy's  Hospital 

This  certifies  that  Mr.  John  Rodney  Watd  has  attended  Two  Courses  of  Lectures  on 
the  Principles,  Practice,  and  Operations  of  Surgery,  delivered  at  this  School  firom  the  1st  of 
October  1825  to  the  Ist  of  June  1827.  C.  Aston  Key. 

I^ndon,  12th  May  1827.  John  Morgan. 

What  do  Two  Courses  mean  ? 

Six  Months  each,  or  Nine  Months  each* 

Two  Courses  in  a  Year? 
Yes;  sometimes  more. 

The  following  Certificates  are  read : 
Medical  School^  Guy's  Hospital 

This  certifies  that  Mr<  John  Rodn^  Ward  has  attended  Two  Courses  of  Experimental 
I^ectures  on  the  Theory  and  Practice  of  Chenustiy,  by  which  he  has  had  an  Opportunity 
of  acouiring  a  competent  Knowledge  of  that  Science. 

Witness  our  Hands,  Wh.  Allbn,  F.R.S.  &.  L.S.  1       ^    • 

A.  Aiken,  F.L.S^  &a         \   J^^i', 
London,  the  20th  Day  of  July  1826.  J.  Bostock,  M.D^  RR.S.    J    "^^P^^^* 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.  Medical  School,  Guy*8  Hospital 

-  This  certifies  that  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  has  attended  Two  Courses  of  Lectures  on 

Materia  Medica  and  Therapeuticsi  by  which  he  has  had  an  Opportunity  of  acquiring  a 
competent  Knowledge  of  those  Subjects*  Thomas  Addison. 

London,  28th  July  1826, 

What  is  he? 
Physician,  and  Lecturer. 

Is  the  Mr,  Aiken  who  has  signed  your  Certificate  of  the  Society  of  Arts? 
Yes. 

The  following  Certificates  are  read : 
Medical  School,  Guy's  Hospital. 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  has  attended  Two  Courses  of  Lectures 
on  the  Theory  and  Practice  of  Medicine,  by  which  he  hath  had  an  Opportunity  of  being 
made  acquainted  with  the  Principles  of  this  Science. 

Henry  James  Cholmeley,  1  Physicians  Senior  to  Guy's 

London,  SOth  Aug.  1826.       Richard  Bright,  J       Hospital,  SouthwarL 

Medical  School,  Guy's  Hospital 

This  certifies  that  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  has  been  a  Pupil  to  the  Hiysicians  Practice 
of  this  Hospital  for  Sixteen  Months,  during  which  Time  he  has  had  every  Opportunity  of 
acquiring  a  Knowledge  of  Diseases,  and  the  proper  Methods  of  treating  them. 

Henry  James  Cholmeley,  -j  Physicians 
William  Buck,  i     to  tlie 

James  Browell,  Steward.  Richard  Brioht,  J    Hospital 

London,  28th  March  1826. 

Guy's  Hospital,  Medical  SchooL 

This  is  to  certify  that  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  has  attended  Two  Courses  of  my  Lectures 
on  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  Midwifery;  and  further,  that  he  has  attended  and 
delivered  under  my  Superintendence  in  several  Cases  of  real  Labour. 

London,  7th  December  1825.  James  Blundell,  M.D. 

Duplicate,  Guy's  Hospital. 

.  These  are  to  certify  that  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  hath  attended  the  Practice  of  Surgery 
as  a  Pupil  in  this  and  St.  Thomas's  Hospital  for  Twelve  Months  last  past  Witness  out 
Hands  this  19th  Day  of  September  in  the  Year  of  our  Lord  1826, 

ASTLEY  COOPEE,  C.  S., 

C.  AsTON  Key,  Surgeons 

John  Morgan,  •  of 

Bransby  Blake  Coopib,        Guy's  Hospital 
T.  Callaway,  J 

James  Browell,  Steward. 

These  are  also  to  certify  that  the  abovesaid  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  hath  diligently 
attended  Three  of  my  Courses  of  Anatomy  and  Operations  Witness  my  Hand  this  20tfi 
Day  of  January  1827. 

Bransby  Blake  Cooper. 

Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  hath  likewise  with  great  Care  and  Diligence  attended  to 
Dissections,  and  the  making  of  Preparations  as  a  Dissecting  Pupil  during  Three  Courses. 
Witness  my  Hand  this  20th  Day  of  Januiary  1827.     . 

Bransby  Blake  Coopeb. 

Were  those  the  only  CertiiScates  youpresented  to  the  Bridgwater  Guardians? 
Yes  ;  with  the  Exception  of  the  Testimonials  of  Honour,  of  having  held 
Appointments. 

In  consequence  of  those  Certificates,  did  you  obtain  a  Licence  to  practise? 
I  did,  which  1  beg  to  put  in. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

We,  the  Court  of  Examiners,   chosen  and  appointed  by  the  Master,  Wardens,  and 

Assistants  of  the  Society  of  the  Art  and  Mystery  of  Apothecaries  of  the  City  of  London,  iii 

#      pursuance  of  a  certain  Act  of  Parliament,  passed  in  the  65th  Year  of  the  Reign  of  HiB 

Majesty  King  George  the  Third,  intituled  "  An  Act  for  better  regulating  the  Practice  of 

Apothecaries  throughout  England  and  Wales,"  and  of  a  certain  other  Act  passed  in  the 
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Sixth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty  King  George  the  Fourth,  to  amend  the  said  Act>  Mr*  J.  R.  Ward. 
do  hereby,  by  virtue  of  the  Power  and  Authority  in  us  vested  by  the  said  Acts,  certify  that  .«..__-. 
Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  has  been  by  us  carefuUy  and  deliberately  examined  as  to  his 
Skill  and  Abilities  in  the  Science  and  Practice  of  Medicine;  and  as  to  his  Fitness  and 
Qualification  to  practise  as  an  Apothecary;  and  we  do  hereby,  for  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Master,  Wardens,  and  Society,  further  certify  that  the  said  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  is 
duly  qualified  to  practise  as  an  Apothecary. 

Dated  this  19th  Day  of  April  1827,  Apothecaries  Hall,  London* 

Arthur  Tegart,  Chairman,  ^ , 

George  Johnson, 

W.  Malim, 

Jas.  p.  Fallofieli^ 

James  Seaton, 

Allen  Williams^ 

H.  Robinson, 

£•  Brande, 

John  Bacot, 

John  Ridout, 

H.  C.  Field, 

T.  L.  Wheler,. 
John  Watson  Santkey. 

You  have  passed  the  Apothecaries  Company  ? 
Yes,  and  am  duly  licensed ;  this  is  that  Licencer 

Have  you  passed  the  College  of  Surgeons  ? 

No  ;  and  do  not  intend  it.  I  have  no  Protection  from  the  College  more 
than  I  have  now.  I  intend  to  matriculate  in  the  London  University  as  soon 
as  the  Law  is  established. 

How  do  you  mean  as  soon  as  the  Law  is  establi^ed  ? 

The  College  of  Surgeons  is  not  a  legall  v-constituted  College.  I  am  not 
more  legally  qualified  by  passing  it,  and  will  not  pass  it ;  there  being  no  Act 
of  Parliament  to  compel  me. 

A  Person  may  practise  witlioi^  passing  it  ? 
Yes. 

Are  there  not  others  who  think  differently  ? 

It  is  a  great  Blessing  that  we  all  differ  in  Opinion^  I  have  practised  the* 
Three  Brandies  of  my  Profession  for  the  last  Thirteen  Years,  and  performed 
some  of  the  most  important  Operations.^ 

After  having  passed  those  Examinations,  where  have  you  been  subsequently  ? 
I  then  resided  in  the  Old  Kent  £oad  iox  Ten  Years,  and  in  Bermonds'ey 
Street  for  about  Two  Years^ 

Have  you  the  Certificates  of  Honour  which  you  produced  at  Bridgwater  ? 
I  have  J  this  is  one  of  my  holding  the  Appointment  of  Surgeon  to  the 
Royal  Maternity  Charity. 

The  same  is>  read  a»  follows  r 

Royal  Maternity  Charity  for  delivering  peor  Married  Women  at  their  own  Habitations, 

instituted  1757. 

Patron,  Leopold  King  of  the  Belgians. 
President,  Hia  Grace  the  Duke  of  Wellington. 
At  a  Meeting  of  the  Committee  held  at  the  Bank  Coffee  House,  Threadneedle  Street, 
on  Tuesday,  February  7,  1837. 

A  Letter  having  been  read  from  J^  R.  Ward)  Esq.,  tendering  his  Resignation  of  the 
Office  of  Surgeon,  it  was 
Resolved  unanimously. 
That  this  Ck>mmittee  accept  Mv.  Ward's  Resignation,  with  R^et  for  the  Cause  thereof 
and  for  the  Loss  of  his- valuable  Services,  freely  rendered  to  the  Chari^  since  the  Year 
1833;  and 

That  the  cordial  Thanks^  of  the  Committee  and  Governors  be  presented  to  Mr.  Ward 
for  his  uniformly  prompt  and  efficient  Assistance  to  the  Midwives  in  the  most  difficult 
and  dangerous  Cases,  for  his  Humanity  to  the  Patients  in  visiting  them  at  their  own  Homes 
by  Day  and  by  Night,  and  for  the  unwearied  Devotion  of  his  Time,  professional  Acquire-- 
ments  and  Skill,  to  the  Alleviation  of  their  Sufferings. 

Knight  Rider  Street,  London,  1  By  order  of  the  Committee, 

8th  February  1837.  |  F.  WasoN,  Secretai^. 
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Mr.  J.  a.  iVauh        What  Were  yoir  in  the  Royal  Maternity  Charity  ? 
■  Surgeon  Accoucheur. 

You  were  not  merely  a  Pupil  ? 

No  J  my  Days  of  Pupilage  had  been  long  passed. 

How  were  you  chosen  ? 

I  was  elected  by  Ballot,  with  an  Opposition. 

What  is  the  next  ? 

The  next  is  a  Certificate  I  presented  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  my 
Election,  from  Dr.  Ramsbotham. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 
14,  New  Broad  Street,  23d  March  1837. 

Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  has  for  many  Years  practised  the  Medical  Profession  in  the 
Borough  of  Southwark  with  great  Credit  and  Success.  He  was  appointed  one  of  the 
Surgeons  Accoucheur  to  the  Royal  Maternity  Charity  in  the  Year  \S2Sj  which  Office  he 
held  until  his  voluntary  Resignation  on  leaving  London.  His  Conduct  in  that  public 
Capacity  merits  my  warm  Approbation  and  evinced  superior  Qualifications. 

Francis  H.  Ramsbotham,  M.D., 
Physician  to  the  Royal  Maternity  Charity,  ' 
Lecturer  on  Midwifery  at  the  London  Hospital, 
&c  &C. 

The  next  is  one  from  Dr.  James  Blundell  of  Great  George  Street,  Westmin- 
ster,  one  of  the  first  Physicians  of  the  present  Day. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

I  have  known  Mr.  Ward  for  a  Period  of  several  Years,  and  have  always  looked  upon  him 
as  a  Man  of  active  Habits,  intelligent,  well-informed  in  his  Profession,  and  a  good  Obstetri- 
cian ;  and  I  feel  fully  persuaded  that  if  he  should  be  appointed  to  the  Office  which  he 
solicits  he  will  be  found  a  very  useful  Officer. 

1st  April  1834,  James  Blundell,  M.D. 

1,  Great  George  Street,  Westminster. 

Here  is  another  Certificate  on  my  leaving  London  from  the  same  Gentleman. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

22d  March  1837. 

Being  requested  by  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  to  state  my  Opinion  respecting  him,  I  have 
great  Satisfaction  in  declaring  that  I  believe  him  to  be  an  active,  zealous,  humane,  and 
intelligent  Practitioner  of  Medicine  in  the  Three  Branches  of  the  Art;  and  that  I  have  now 
known  him  for  a  Period  of  several  Years.  Some  Years  ago  I  had  Occasion  to  assist  in 
recommending  him  to  the  Office  of  Surgeon  to  the  Maternity  Charity  of  London  (the 
Royal),  when  he  was  appointed,  and  gave  that  Satisfaction  which  is  attested  in  a  Certificate 
now  in  hands,  and  which  redounds  very  much  to  his  Credit 

James  Blundell,  M.D. 

Is  that  the  Original  ? 
It  is. 

Did  you  receive  that  Certificate  in  that  State  ? 

I  did  ;  Dr.  Blundell  is  eccentric  sometimes.  The  next  is  from  Dr.  Walsh- 
pan,  of  Kennington  Common. 

The  sam^  is  read  as  follows  : 

I  beg  leave  to  certify  I  have  known  Mr.  Ward  Ten  Years,  and  during  that  Period  I  have 
frequently  had  the  Pleasure  of  meeting  him  in  Consultation,  and  I  always  found  him  veiy 
correct  in  his  Opinion,  and  well  qualified  to  perform  the  Duties  of  his  Profession. 

You  will  see  by  hi^  Certificate^  that  he  has  had  a  very  liberal  Education,  and  has  always 
made  the  best  Use  of  it  in  order  to  obtain  a  perfect  Knowledge  of  the  several  Branches  of  his 
Profession,  and  more  especially  the  Obstepric ;  and  therefore  I  have  great  Pleasure  in  re- 
commending hipi  tQ  your  Attention. 

Kennington  Conjmon,  Thomas  Welshman,  MJX 

1st  April  1834. 

The  next  is  from  Mr.  C^llH^yay^  a  (jrenflemap  rising  very  rapidly  in  bis 

Profession. 
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The  same  is  read  as  follows :  Mt.j.  h.  Ward. 

March  28d,  1837,  Wellington  Street,  London  Bridge.  — -*— 

I  have  known  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  during  the  Period  he  was  a  Stndent,  and  have 
met  him  several  Times  while  he  was  practising  as  a  Surgeon  in  this  Neighbourhood;  and 
it  gives  me  Pleasure  to  state  that  on  every  Occasion  he  evinced  a  thorough  Knowledge  of 
his  Profession  in  each  of  its  DepartmentSy  and  that  he  is  well  acquainted  with  Medical 
Science. 

T.  Gallaway. 

The  next  is  from  Mr.  Bransby  Cooper. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows  : 

Mr.  Bransby  Cooper  has  great  Pleasure  in  certifying  that  Mr.  J.  R.  Ward  was  a  Pupil 
at  St.  Thomas's  and  Guy's  Hospitals  for  Three  Years,  during  which  Period  he  had  ample 
Opportunities  of  becoming  thoroughly  acquainted  with  his  Profession. 

New  Street,  23d  Mar(£  1837. 

Are  those  their  genuine  Handwritings  ? 

They  are.  The  best  way  will  be  to  subpoena  the  Gentlemen  themselves^ 
if  there  is  any  Doubt  about  that. 

You  collected  those  Certificates  on  the  Occasion  of  your  offering  yourself 
for  Bridgwater? 

No  J  on  my  leaving  London. 

Have  you  a  Copy  of  your  Card? 

I  never  gave  a  Card ;  they  clandestinely  obtained  that  Card  ;  it  was  never 
presented  by  me.  The  next  is  from  Dr.  Ramadge,  Fellow  of  the  Royal 
College  of  rhysicians,  and  Physician  to  the  Infirmary  for  Diseases  of  the 
Chest,  &C.  &c. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

Ely  Places  London,  23d  March  1837. 

As  Mr.  J.  R.  Ward  is  on  the  Eve  of  leaving  London  in  order  to  practise  in  the  Country, 
I  seize  the  present  Occasion  of  recommending  him  as  a  highly  intelligent  and  skilful 
Practitioner. 

FRANas  H.  Ramadge,  M.D., 
Fellow  of  the  College  of  Physicians,  and 
Physician  to  the  Infirmary  for  Diseases  of  the  Chest 

This  is  not  addressed  to  anvbody  ? 

No ;  I  called  and  requested  a  Certificate,  and  he  gave  it  to  me.  The  next 
is  firom  Dr.  Addison. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows  : 

I  hereby  certify  that  Mr.  J.  R  Ward  was  a  Pupil  at  Guy's  Hospital  in  1825,  where  he 
had  good  Opportunity  of  making  himself  acquainted  with  the  various  Branches  of  his 
Profession. 

24,  New  Street,  London,  Thomas  Addison,  M.  D. 

24th  March  1837. 

I  held  the  Appointment  of  Consulting  Sprgeon  to  the  Southwark  Child-bed 
Charity  for  relieving  poor  Women  for  some  Years,  where  I  had  an  Oppor- 
tunity of  instructing    some  of  the  Medical  Students  in  difficult  Parturition  ; 

my  iNameis  printed  at  the  Bottom  with  other  Names.    Ashwell,   Esq., 

■        Clarke,  Esq.,  — —  Croft,  Esq.,  —  Doubleday,  Esq., Fowler,  Esq., 

■  Ward,  Esq.  I  have  also  a  Certificate  from  Mr.  Anthony  White,  of 
Parliament  Street,  a  Member  of  the  Council  of  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

I  have  much  Pleasure  to  bear  Testimony  to  the  medical  and  surgical  Ability  of  Mr.  John 
Rodney  Ward,  who  has  been  well  known  to  me  many  Years.  I  Imve  often  met  Mr.  Ward 
in  private  Piactipe  with  the  great  Satis&ction  of  always  finding  him  a  most  humane, 
att^tive^  and  excellent  Practitioner. 

Parliament  Street,  July  9th,  1888.  Anthont  White. 
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Mr.  J  R.  Ward.        I  have  a  Certificate  of  Mr.  Samuel  Cooper,  the  Author  of  the  Dictionary, 
•  '     and  Translator  of  Gooch's  Practice  of  Medicine. 

Into  what  Language  ? 

Into  English ;  from  Latin  into  English. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

I  have  great  Pleasure  in  stating  that  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  is  a  Gendeman  of  am- 
siderable  Professional  Merit,  and  tbat  from  the  Opportunities  which  I  have  had  of  meeting 
him  in  Practice  I  believe  him  to  be  well  acquauited  with  the  various  Branches  of  Medical 
Science* 

Wobum  Places  July  9th,  1 838.  S.  Cooper. 

The  next  is  from  Mr.  Aston  Key,  Surgeon  of  Guy's  Hospital. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  J.  R.  Ward  has  been  long  known  to  me  as  a  zealous  Member  of  the  ProfesaoQ  to 
which  he  belongs  and  as  a  well-informed  Practitioner.  He  has  enjoyed  ample  (Opportunities 
of  obtaining  great  Experience^  and  combines  with  much  Industry  Talent  for  ObservatioQ 
and  a  ready  Perception  of  Disease. 

St  Helenas  Places  July  10.  C.  Aston  Key. 

Surgeon  to  Guy's  Hospital 

The  next  is  from  Sir  Richard  Bright,  Physician  to  the  Queen. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

It  affords  me  great  Pleasure  to  bear  my  Testimony  in  favour  of  Mr.  J.  Rodney  Ward 
with  whom  I  first  became  acquainted  as  a  diligent  Pupil  at  Guy's  Hospital  many  Years  ago, 
and  afterwards  several  Times  met  in  Practice  when  he  was  settled  in  London ;  and  from  all 
I  have  seen  of  him,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  express  my  Belief  that  he  will  be  found  well  prepared 
to  discharge  the  Duties  of  his  arduous  Profession. 

11,  Saville  Row,  July  10th,  183a  Richard  Bright,  MJ)^ 

Physician  to  Guy's, 

The  last  is  from  Nathaniel  MCann,  Esq.  in  Parliament  Street. 

There  is  the  Date  of  1838  on  some  of  these  ? 

Yes,  the  last  Five ;  but  I  beg  to  be  permitted  to  put  them  in. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 

This  is  to  certify  that  I  have  known  Mr.  John  Rodney  Ward  for  several  Years,  and  1 
have  great  Pleasure  in  testifying  to  his  being  a  most  intelligent  medical  and  surgical 
Practitioner,  having  met  him  in  private  Practice. 

Parliament  Street,  July  9th,  1 838.  Nathaniel  M*Cani5. 

In  the  Card  v\rhich  it  appears  was  delivered  in  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
you  state  yourself  to  be  first  of  all  a  Licentiate  in  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the 
University  of  Leyden  ? 

That  does  not  touch  my  foreign  Qualifications ;  no  foreign  Qualification 
touches  my  Practice  in  London. 

Are  you  a  Licentiate  in  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the  University  of  Leyden  ? 
No ;  I  have  kept  my  Time  there  \  I  v^as  educated  there,  but  in  consequence 
of  my  Parents  leaving  I  did  not  graduate,  as  I  intended  to  have  done. 

What  Card  is  this  ? 

That  is  a  Card  printed  when  I  was  about  practising  in  Pilgrim  Street  in^ 
Newcastle. 

Did  you  deliver  this  Card  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
I  may  say  I  am  positive  I  did  not  deliver  it  in. 

(To  Mr.  Underdown.)    How  did  you  come  by  that  Card  ? 

Mr.  Ward  lodged  with  me,  and  my  Son  placed  the  Card  in  the  Book. 

(^To  Mr.  Ward.')    Did  you  give  it  to  Mr.  Underdown  ? 
No.  I  had  a  great  Number  about  in  Pilgrim  Street  j    I  never  used  it  in 
Bridgwater. 

Did 
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Did  you  ever  circulate  that  ?  j^^  j  ^^  ^^^^ 

I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  did.  ' 

After  your  leaving  the  Kent  Road  where  did  you  go  ? 
I  went  to  Newcastle. 

How  came  you  to  leave  the  Kent  Road  ? 

I  ruptured  a  Blood  Vessel  a  great  many  Times,  and  my  Profession  went 
back,  and  I  was  confined  to  my  &d,  or  to  the  House,  for  Two  or  Three  Years 
at  Times. 

Your  Health  did  not  permit  ^ou  to  continue  in  Practice  in  London  ? 

No ;  I  was  in  hopes  by  trying  the  Northern  Air  that  it  might  brace  my 
Chest,  but  it  had  the  contrary  Effect.  I  was  anxious  then  to  go  to  the  South 
of  France  or  to  Devonshire  when  I  saw  this  Advertisement 

When  did  you  go  to  Newcastle  ? 
In  March  or  April  1837. 

What  induced  you  to  go  to  Newcastle  j  did  you  go  merely  for  the  Sake  of 
getting  Northern  Air  ? 

Not  altogether ;  I  had  a  Relation  there,  or  at  least  Mrs.  Ward  had. 

You  are  a  married  Man  ? 

I  am ;  I  married  the  Daughter  of  Dr.  Cullen  Brown  of  Edinburgh. 

You  went  there  to  settle  as  a  Medical  Man  ? 

Not  at  first,  but  J  found  my  Mind  embarrassed  from  the  Life  I  had  led, 
having  been  so  active,  and  I  determined  tb  engage  in  my  Profession  again. 

When  you  went  to  Newcastle  you  lived  in  Pilgrim  Street  ? 
Yes. 

You  gave  out  Cards,  did  you  not  ? 
I  never  gave  a  Card  out. 

What  was  the  Use  of  those  Cards  which  were  printed  ? 
They  were  only  printed  a  few  Days  before  I  saw  this  Appointment  was 
vacant. 

Have  you  not  practised  at  all  at  Newcastle  ?  ^ 

I  had  perhaps  hardly  a  Dozen  Patients  under  my  Hands. 

You  had  your  Name  upon  the  Door  as  Surgeon,  had  you  not? 
Yes,  the  same  as  I  have  now. 

From  the  first  ? 
Not  from  the  first. 

How  long  had  you  been  at  Newcastle  before  you  put  your  Name  upon  the 
Door? 
A  Month  or  Two. 

How  long  were  you  at  Newcastle  ? 
About  Three  MontJis. 

Those  Cards  you  had  were  not  for  Distribution  at  Newcastle  ? 
I  might  have  distributed  them  had  I  remained  ;  they  were  printed  with  that 
Intention. 

Were  you  a  Licentiate  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the  University  of  Ley- 
den  ;  ll  at  is  the  first  Thing  you  state  yourself  to  be  ? 
I  was  educated  at  Leyden  College. 

At  what  Time  of  your  Life  were  you  in  Leyden  College  ? 
It  must  have  been  about  1818  to  1820. 

What  Age  were  you  then  ? 

I  was  about  Fifwen  or  Sixteen  to  the  best  of  my  Belief. 

•You  attended  Leyden  College  ? 
I  did. 
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Mr.  J.  E.  Ward,        You  Studied  Medicine  there  ? 
— — —  I  was  studying  more  the  Classics  than  Medicine  at  that  Time. 

Did  your  Father  and  Mother  live  there  ? 

Yes,  they  did ;  and  I  left  it  on  account  of  their  leaving  ;  I  was  obliged  to 
give  up  attending. 

Where  did  they  leave  to  go  to  ? 
T6  come  to  London. 

At  Leyden  you  did  not  study  Surgery  or  Medicine,  but  generally  attended 
the  University  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  attended  the  Hortus  Siccus  and  Medicus  there. 

Are  you,  in  point  of  fact,  a  Licentiate  in  Medicine  or  Surgery  of  tliat 
University  ? 
I  have  not  submitted  to  an  Examination. 

Are  you  a  Licentiate,  or  have  you  taken  any  Degree  there  ? 
I  have  not  taken  a  Degree  there. 

You  know  that  you  state  yourself  to  be  a  Licentiate  of  Medicine  and  Sur- 
gery  in  the  University  of  Leyden  ? 

I  cannot  see  that  tnere  is  any  Crime  in  it,  having  intended  so  to  do. 

What  was  your  Object? 

There  were  a  great  many  in  the  Neighbourhood  who  styled  themselves  Phy- 
sicians,  indeed  Three  or  Four  in  Newcastle,  and  I  know  they  were  not  ^ 
neither  had  they  had  the  Opportunities  I  have  had  of  gaining  Experience  in 
my  Profession. 

Why  did  you  state  tliat  which  was  not  the  Truth ;  it  was  to  introduce  your. 
Self  with  greater  Advantage  probably  ? 
I  quite  acknowledge  the  Error  of  doing  it. 

That  was  your  Reason  for  doing  it? 
It  was. 

You  admit  it  was  wrong  ? 
It  was  wrong. 

And  that  you  followed  a  very  bad  Example  set  by  other  Men  ? 

Yes. 

Do  you  know  any  respectable  Man  that  ever  did  it  ? 

They  were  respectable  as  far  as  I  knew. 

Do  you  mean  to  state  that  those  Persons  who  called  themselves  Physicians 
had  not  taken  a  Degree  as  Doctor  of  Medicine  ? 

Never  ;  nor  yet  had  Half  the  Means  of  gaining  Information  that  I  had. 

At  what  Age  did  you  leave  Leyden  ? 

I  must  have  been  about  Eighteen  or  Nineteen,  to  the  best  of  my  Belief 

When  did  you  go  there  ? 

I  left  in  September  1820  j  perhaps  I  was  not  so  old  then. 

How  long  had  you  been  there  ? 
Two  or  Three  Years. 

You  had  been  the  first  Part  of  your  Time  studying  the  Classics  ? 
Yes ;  but  I  attended  also  the  Hortus  Siccus  and  Medicus. 

That  is  not  true  that  you  were  Licentiate  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the 
University  of  Leyden  ? 
No,  it  is  not.   I  may  go  next  Week  and  take  my  Degree. 

Did  you  state  yourself  to  be  late  Consulting  Surgeon  Accoucheur  to  the 
Royal  Maternity  Society,  Doctors  Commons  ? 
Your  Lordships  have  the  Certificate  from  that  Society. 

Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  were  ever  Consulting  Surgeon  to  the  Royal 
Maternity  Society,  Doctors  Commons  ? 
I  was  Consulting  Surgeon^  and  I  will  explain  that  if  I  am  permitted. 
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It  appears  that  they  accepted  with  Regret  your  Resignation  of  the  Office     Mr.j.iLWard. 
of  Surgeon ;  but  were  you  Consulting  Surgeon  Accoucheur?  ■ 

Decidedly,  in  every  Meaning  of  the  Word.  I  was  called  in  to  assist  in  the 
most  difficult  Cases  of  Parturition. 

Have  you  got  any  List  of  the  Establishment  ? 
I  have  not }  it  can  be  obtained. 

Is  there  any  Appointment  whatever  in  that  Charity  of  Consulting 
Surgeon  ? 

We  are  all  considered  Consulting  Surgeons. 

You  were  not  appointed  Consulting  Surgeon,  but  you  were  merely  a 
Surgeon  ? 

If  I  can  understand  the  English,  Surgeon  means  the  same  Thing ;  that  we 
are  called  in  to  assist  the  Midwife  who  attends,  and  act  upon  our  own 
Responsibility. 

The  Establishment  is  that  of  Mid  wives,  and  there  are  certain  Surgeons  called 
in  in  difficult  Cases  to  assist  them  ? 
Yes. 

And  you  were  one  of  those  Persons  ? 
I  was. 

There  are  Surgeons  appointed  to  attend  in  different  Parts  of  Town  who  are 
attached  to  that  Institution  ;  are  they  not  designated  Assistant  Surgeons? 
I  cannot  say  that  they  are. 

Will  you  say  that  they  are  not  ? 

No,  I  will  not  commit  myself  in  that  Manner. 

That  is  the  only  Class  of  Surgeons  connected  with  that  Society,  is  it 
not? 
Yes. 

Does  that  Society  employ  Surgeons  in  any  Case,   except  to  assist   and 
consult  with  Midwives  ? 
Never. 

The  Committee  have  before  them  this  Letter  from  Dr.  Ramsbotham : 
«*  Mr.  J.  R.  Ward  was  for,  I  think,  about  Two  Years  One  of  the  Assistant 
Su^ons  to  the  Royal  Maternity  Charity  for  the  Borough  District'*  ? 

That  is  remarkable.  I  had  a  Vote  of  Thanks,  and  here  is  a  Letter  to  a 
Gentleman  at  Bridgwater,  a  Quaker,  whose  Lady  I  was  about  to  put  to  Bed, 
and  he  did  not  like  that  I  should  attend  her  until  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Wilson,  the 
Secretary,  and  he  received  tliis  Answer : 

17,  Little  Knight  Rider  Street,  Doctors  Commons,  London, 
Sir,  13th  November  1837. 

In  reply  to  your  Letter  received  To-day  I  beg  leave  to  inform  you  in  Justice  to 
Mr.  Ward,  whom  I  had  not  the  Pleasure  of  knowing  previously  to  his  (Jcnmexion  with  the 
Royal  Maternity  Charity,  that  he  was  elected  one  oi  its  Medical  Officers  on  the  Ground  of 
his  Competence  as  a  Licentiate  of  the  Apothecaries  Company,  and  that  he  produced  to  the 
Committee  of  our  Charity  the  proper  Documents  and  most  satisfactory  Testimonials  in 
support  of  hid  Pretensions.  Our  Charitable  Society  is  not  one  of  Yesterday's  Origin,  and 
it  numbers  among  its  Members  very  respectable  Individuals  of  all  Classes  and  Denomina*  . 
tions,  including  not  a  few  of  the  Body  of  "  Friends."  When  Mr.  Ward  resigned  his 
/  Office  in  the  Society  he  received  the  unanimous  Thanks  of  the  Comnuttee  for  his  gratuitous, 
humane,  and  skilful  Treatment  of  the  Patients  committed  to  his  Care.  Since  the  Period  of 
his  Removal  from  London  several  of  his  former  Patients  have  expressed  to  me  their  Regret 
for  the  Loss  they  have  sustained  in  their  able  and  kind  Surgeon's  Departure,  and  I  am 
convinced  that  he  well  deserved  their  Confidence.  Hoping  that  my  humble  Testimony  may 
prove  satisfactory  to  all  Parties,  and  desiringto  apologize  for  putting  you  to  the  Expense 
of  Double  Postage  for  the  enclosed  printed  Paper,  showing  that  Mr.  Ward  belonged  to  the 
Maternity  Charity  in  the  End  of  last  Year,  the  Time  of  the  Papers  having  been  in 
the  Press,  Sir, 

I  beg  leave  to  subscribe  myself 
Your  obedient  Servant, 

F.  Wilson,  Secretary. 

That  is  a  private  Letter  to  Mr.  Payne  of  Bridgwater. 
(15L30.)  6  Y  3  Is 
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lUr.j.  R.Ward.        Is  that  Mr.  PajTie  the  Chemist  and  Druggist? 

■  It  is. 

What  became  of  the  Enclosure  ? 
I  know  nothing  about  it. 

The  next  is  Surgeon  to  the  Royal  Infirmary  for  Diseases  of  Children,  where 
was  that  fonned  ? 

It  was  formed  at  my  own  House^  where  we  attended  Children  from  Eight 
to  Ten. 

Are  you  aware  that  there  are  such  Things  as  Royal  Infirmaries  for  Diseases 
of  Children? 
We  established  Medical  Institutions  on  our  own  Responsibility. 

Was  there  any  one  besides  yourself  engaged  in  this  ? 
Not  continuously ;  it  was  lor  the  Education  of  my  Pupils. 

Are  you  aware  that  there  are  Infirmaries  for  the  Diseases  of  Children ;  ooe  in 
the  Waterloo  Road  ? 
Yes,  there  is. 

That  has  a  regular  Set  of  OflScers,  and  so  forth  ? 
It  has. 

If  any  one  saw  you  spoken  of  as  Surgeon  to  the  Royal  Infirmary  for  the 
Diseases  of  Children,  would  not  that  induce  him  to  suppose  you  were  connected 
with  one  of  those  public  Bodies  ? 

I  cannot  help  what  People  may  suppose.  It  was  quite  a  young  Institution 
and  intended  to  establish  a  Set  of  OflBcers. 

In  fact  you  were  not  connected  with  any  public  Society  ? 
Never  but  that  and  the  others  before  mentioned  in  Evidence. 

Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  state  that  this  Institution  which  you  setup 
yourself  was  called  the  Royal  Infirmary  for  Diseases  of  Children? 

It  was  an  Infirmary  for  the  Diseases  of  Children ;  I  called  it  so  myself. 

On  what  Authority  did  you  give  it  a  Royal  Designation  ? 
I  do  not  know  that  Royalty  is  any  particular  Credit ;  it  is  meiely  Matter  of 
Form. 

When  you  gave  it  that  Designation  had  any  Permission  to  assume  the  Title 
of  Royal  been  obtained  ? 

I  do  not  feel  that  I  am  obliged  to  ask  for  such  a  Thing;  I  might  have  called 
it  by  any  other  Name. 

What  was  your  Object  in  doing  it  ? 

To  give  my  Pupils  an  Opportunity  of  seeing  Practice,  and  benefit  the 
Poor. 

What  Object  had  you  in  putting  the  Term  "  Royal  ?** 
I  had  none. 

Why  did  you  then  make  use  of  the  Term  **  Royal  **  with  respect  to  that 
Institution  ? 

Because  it  pleased  me. 

It  is  not  true  that  there  was  any  Encouragement  given  you  by  any  Fart  of 
the  Royal  Family,  but  you  used  tiat  Word  without  any  Permission  whatever? 
I  would  not  wish  to  obtain  it ;  I  have  no  Motive  in  wishing  to  obtain  it 

Do  not  you  think  that  the  using  it  would  be  apt  to  deceive  Persons  ? 
I  should  be  happy  to  submit  to  the  Punishment  To-morrow  if  it  is  so ;  I  am 
quite  ready  to  answer  for  it 

Are  you  not  of  opinion  that  stating  yourself  to  be  Surgeon  to  the  Royal 
Infirmary  for  the  Diseases  of  Children  was  calculated  to  mislead  Persons  in 
respect  of  the  Character  of  your  Institution? 

I  am  upon  my  Oath,  and  now  solemnly  state  that  I  had  no  such  Intention. 

2  Do 
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Do  not  you  think  that  that  Designation  of  your  Society  was  csdculated,    Mr.j.R.Warii 

whether  you  intended  it  or  not,  to  deceive  the  Public  ?  — — 

I  do  not. 

Will  you  swear  that  ? 
I  will  not. 

You  will  remember  you  are  upon  your  Oath  ? 

Y  am  aware  of  that ;  but  I  am  not  called  upon  to  answer  unreasonable 
Questions* 

It  is  not  for  you  to  judge  how  far  the  Question  is  reasonable  or  unreasonable ; 
you  must  answer  the  Question  ? 

I  have  done  that  Three  or  Four  Times,  and  I  have  said  that  I  had  no  Inten- 
tion to  deceive  the  Public  whatever. 

You  assumed  that  without  Authority  ? 
Authority  is  not  required,  in  my  Opinion. 

Had  you  any  Authority  ? 
No ;  nor  I  never  asked  it. 

Will  you  name  any  other  Person  but  yourself  who  was  a  Surgeon  of  that 
Institution  ? 

I  have  said  it  was  a  young  Institution ;  an  Institution  I  had  not  asked  any 
one  to  belong  to,  or  there  are  a  great  many  in  the  Neighbourhood  who  would 
have  come  into  it,  I  have  no  Doubt. 

There  were  no  others  connected  with  it  ? 
There  was  no  Necessity  for  it. 

The  next  is  Consulting  Surgeon  Accoucheur  to  the  Southwark  Child-bed 
Society,  Guy's  Hospital  ? 
.  I  think  there  is  a  printed  Document  there  which  will  state  that 

Is  this  the  Paper  you  refer  to  ? 

That  is  the  Paper  respecting  it  When  Dr.  Blundell  left  the  Chair,  and 
Dr.  Ashwell  accepted  it,  I  withdrew,  as  did  all  the  other  Officers.  It  will 
appear  in  the  Paper  when  I  held  the  Appointment  Four  or  Rve  Years  ago, 
and  for  Five  or  Six  Years  assisted. 

What  had  that  to  do  with  Guy's  Hospital  ? 

The  Midwifery  Chair  for  the  Education  of  young  Gentlemen  was  conducted 
by  it  J  all  the  Cases  of  Midwifery  were  attended  by  them  j  they  could  learn 
Midwifery  in  no  other  Way  than  by  taking  those  Cases. 

This  is  called  Southwark  Child-bed  Charity  for  the  Relief  of  Poor  Women 
at  their  own  Habitations  j  there  is  nothing  about  Guy's  Hospital  ? 

The  Gentleman  who  held  the  Professorship  was  Physician  Accoucheur  to 
Guy's  Hospital. 

Was  the  Society  connected  with  Guy's  Hospital  ? 

Decidedly ;  the  young  Men  educated  there  have  an  Opportunity  of  seeing  the 
Cases  ;  it  is  from  Guy's  Hospital  Tickets  are  given  ;  and  if  any  one  got  into 
Danger  we  were  called  in. 

Dr.  James  Blundell  appears  to  be  Director,  and  then  there  follow  the  Names 
of  Six  who  are  described  as  Consulting  Surgeon  Accoucheurs,  among  which 
is  your  own  Name,  described  of  the  Old  Kent  Road ;  but  on  what  Ground  do 
you  state  it  to  be  connected  with  Guy's  Hospital  ? 

I  can  explain  that  in  no  other  Way  than  I  have  done, — that  every  School  has 
a  Professor  of  Midwifery  or  such  Branches  as  he  has  an  Opportunity  of 
establishing,  or  the  ordinary  Means  of  establishing.  In  this  Case  there  was  an 
Institution  for  Midwifery.  The  Professor  gives  the  Pupils  who  sit  under  him 
for  Midwifery  Letters  to  attend  Midwifery  Cases ;  where  they  attend  they 
must  have  a  Letter  of  this  Description.  No  one  without  a  Letter  can  attend 
Guy's  Hospital  and  this  Institution  attached  to  it 

Was  Dr.  Blundell  attached  to  Guy's  Hospital? 
He  was  One  of  the  Professors. 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.        Was  he  Director  of  this  Society  in  virtue  of  his  Connexion  with  Guv'« 

■' — -r       Hospital?  J'* 

He  was,  and  no  one  otherwise. 

Was  Dr.  Ashwell  connected  with  Guy's  Hospital  ? 
Dr.  Ashwell  has  now  the  Chair. 

He  was  connected  with  Guy's  Hospital  ? 
Yes. 

Was  Mr.  Croft  connected  with  Guy's  Hospital  ? 
They  all  were. 

Was  it  in  virtue  of  their  Connexion  with  Gufs  Hospital  they  belonffed  to 
this  Society?  ^ 

I  do  not  understand  your  Lordship's  Question. 

It  appears  that  Medicines  must  be  ordered  in  Writing  in  the  Blank  of  this 
Letter,  Bottles  must  be  provided  by  the  Patient,  and  Application  must  be 
made  for  the  Medicine  to  Mr.  Rouse,  Chemist  and  Druggist,  No.  272,  High 
Street,  Borough,  formerly  South's ;  the  above  Certificate  being  first  signed. 
There  is  not  a  Word  of  Guy's  Hospital  throughout  the  whole  of  this  ? 

The  only  Plan  I  have  of  explaining  this  is  to  call  in  Dr.  Blunddl,  who  will 
explain. 

What  is  that  Seal  ? 

That  is  my  Seal ;  I  attach  it  on  giving  the  Letter.  If  the  Woman  dies,  oris 
injured,  I  am  called  upon  as  responsible. 

That  has  not  been  given  to  any  Woman  ? 

It  never  has  been  given,  but  i  seal  it  ready  to  deliver  to  a  Woman  j  it  has 
never  been  brought  into  Use. 

Are  those  Indian  Characters  on  the  Seal  ? 

I  believe  they  are ;  I  have  not  the  Advantage  of  understanding  the 
Hindostanee  Language. 

An  Honorary  Member  of  the  Physical  Society  at  Guy's  Hospital  ? 
I  cannot  confirm  myself  there  more  than  by  looking  over  the  Papers ;  my 
Name  is  entered  in  their  Books. 

What  do  you  mean  by  **  Honorary  Member  of  the  Physical  Society?" 
There  are  Discussions  held  every  Saturday  in  the  Year,  where  the  Surgeons 
attend,  and  Cases  are  discussed,  and  Papers  read. 

It  is  a  Sort  of  Debating  Society  of  Medical  Men? 
You  may  call  it  so. 

Was  it  or  not  so  ? 

I  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  your  Lordship  would  not  call  it  wrong. 

Is  it  so  or  not? 

It  is  sp,  to  a  certain  Degree. 

This  Physical  Society  at  Guy's  is  a  Society  of  young  Men  who  meet  &>t  Ae 
Purpose  of  discussing  physical  Questions  ? 

No ;  it  is  Gentlemen  of  some  standing  in  the  Profession  ;  no  young  Men 
are  admitted  into  it. 

Have  the  Society  certain  Meetings  for  the  Discussion  of  Medical  Subjects? 
For  the  Advancement  of  Science. 

Are    they  all  Persons  who   are  either  Physicians  or  Surgeons  of  Gu/s 
Hospital  ? 
No,  that  does  not  follow. 

Why  then  is  this  connected  with  Guy's  ? 

Because  it  was  held  in  the  Theatre  of  Guy's,  and  I  was  a  Pupil  there  and 
St.  Thomas's  also,  and  joined  it  in  preference  to  any  other. 

The  Meetings  for  Discussion  are  held  in  the  Theatre  of  Guy's  Hospital  ? 
Yes. 

Is 
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Is  it  confined  to  Popils  connected  *ith  Gay's  Hospital  ?  Mr  /.  R.  Ward. 

No,  any  Gentleman  who  is  elected  j  but  he  must  be  in  Practice.  — — 

Who  is  at  the  Head  of  it? 

Sir  Richard  Bright,  I  believe,  now. 

Whit  is  be  called  ? 
President 

President  of  what  ? 

The  Physical  Society  of  Guy's  Hospital. 

Is  Dr.  Bright  called  the  President  ? 

I  believe  he  is  now  the  President;  sometimes  Dr.  Addison,  sometimes 
Mr.  Aston  Key. 

Whoever  is  President  is  he  called  the  President  of  the  Physical  Society  ? 
I  have  seen  Hundreds  of  Bills  posted  up  with  their  Names,  appointing  the 
reading  of  certain  Papers. 

Are  they  called  so  ? 

I  cannot  speak  positively ;  it  is  Ten  or  Twelve  Years  since  I  attended  the 
Meetings  regularly,  and  I  cannot  speak  positively  to  that  Fact  now. 

Do  you  not  know  what  the  Society  was  called  ? 

I  believe  he  was  called  the  President  of  the  Physical  Society  of  Guy's 
Ho^ital.  I  suppose  he  must  be  a  President  like  any  other  President,  taking 
the  Chair  for  the  Evening. 

Was  he  the  President  of  the  Physical  Society  of  Guy*s  Hospital  ? 
I  never  knew  it  to  go  by  any  other  Name. 

Did  you  know  it  ta  go  by  that  Name  ? 
•Yes ;  it  always  went  by  that  Name. 

Have  you  any  printed  Paper  in  existence  by  which  it  is  so  designated  ? 
I  believe  that  every  Saturday  in  the  Theatre  of  Guy's  it  may  be  seen  what 
Papers  are  going  to  be  read^  and  who  are  the  Authors  of  the  Papers. 

At  what  Time  of  the  Day  ? 

I  believe  all  Times  of  the  Day.  I  know  that  Papers  do  exist  to  certify  the 
Subject  to  be  discussed. 

It  is  a  Debating  Society  ? 

It  is  conductea  on  a  more  scientific  Footing  than  a  Debating  Society ;  it  is 
on  the  same  Footing  as  the  Zoological  Society,  or  any  other  scientific  Society. 

How  long  is  it  since  you  left  it ;  you  were  understood  to  say  you  left  it 
Fourteen  Years  ago  ? 
I  have  gone  there  within  these  Four  or  Five  Years. 

Was  it  usual  to  notify  the  Election  ? 
Yes,  in  the  Books  kept  by  the  Committee. 

Did  you  receive  a  printed  Notice  filled  up  ? 
Yes,  I  bdieve  I  did ;  but  I  cannot  speak  to  that* 

Who  kept  the  Books  ? 
I  should  say  the  Secretary. 

Is  he  an  Officer  of  Guy's  Hospital? 
He  is ;  I  believe  he  is  the  Librarian. 

You  state  yourself  to  have  been  an  Honorary  Member  of  the  Society? 
We  were  all  Honorary  Members,  I  believe. 

You  lived  in  Pilgrim  Street  at  Newcastle  ? 

I  did. 

Did  you  obtain  any  Practice  at  Newcasde  ? 

Nothing  of  any  Moment    I  was  in  a  very  bad  State  of  Health  then. 

Did  not  you  propose  to  give  Lectures  ? 
Never ;  nor  any  thing  so  absurd. 
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Mr.  J.  B.  Ward.        You  did  not  propose  to  give  Lectures  to  Female  Practitioners  in  Midwifery? 
— — —  Never. 

Did  you  never  consult  any  one  on  that  Subject? 
Never.   I  was  a  perfect  Stranger  there. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  you  did  not  call  on  a  Medical  Practitioner  at  New. 
castle,  and  consult  him  on  me  Propriety,  and  probable  Profit,  of  giving  Lectures 
to  Female  Practitioners  on  Midwifery? 

I  will  swear  I  did  not. 

Did  you  inquire  of  him,  this  Person  having  himself  delivered  Lectures  of  that 
Description,  what  the  Terms  were  upon  which  he  delivered  those  Lectures  ? 
I  swear  I  am  perfectly  unacquainted  with  the  Question. 

You  mean  that  you  never  did? 

I  never  did  call  on  any  Medical  Man.  There  is  a  Medical  Man  connected 
with  the  Masonic  Order,  and  I  have  spoken  to  him^  but  never  about  this 
Subject ;  that  is  the  only  Medical  Man  in  Newcastle  I  have  spoken  to. 

Who  is  that  Gentleman  ? 

I  am  now  not  acquainted  with  his  Name  so  well  as  I  am  with  his  Character. 

Whereabouts  does  he  live  in  Newcastle  ? 

I  cannot  tell  that ;  I  never  was  at  his  House. 

Where  did  you  see  him  ? 
At  our  Masonic  Meetings. 

Being  a  Freemason  you  attended  the  Masonic  Meetings  at  Newcastle  ? 
I  attended  several. 

You  met  there  with  this  Person  who  was  a  Medical  Man  ? 
I  doubt  whether  he  is ;  he  practises  Medicine. 

You  are  very  rash  ? 

I  am  upon  my  Oath,  and  I  am  responsible. 

You  mean  to  say  that  he  has  no  Medical  Skill,  though  he  practises ;  is  that 
what  you  mean  to  say? 

I  think  I  would  say  more  than  that,  but  not  at  present 

Does  he  practise  as  a  Physician  ? 
He  practises  as  any  thing. 

Has  he  no  Degree  in  Physic  ? 

I  do  not  believe  he  has  any ;  he  is  like  many  others  in  Bridgwater. 

What  passed  between  you  ? 

1  do  not  think  I  am  at  liberty  to  state  what  passed  between  us. 

You  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  whether  there  was  any  Conversation  about 
giving  Lectures  ? 
There  was  Conversation  about  Masonic  Orders ;  nothing  more. 

Was  there  no  Conversation  between  you  as  to  giving  these  Lectures? 
I  will  swear  there  was  not. 

You  never  called  upon  him  by  Chance  afterwards  ? 
I  knew  not  where  he  lived. 

Were  you  introduced  to  him  in  that  Place  ? 
We  were  introduced  as  a  Matter  of  Form* 

That  was  a  Masonic  Order  ? 
Yes. 

You  never  knew  his  Name  ? 
I  knew  it  then,  of  course. 


It  is  Brother  so  and  so,  on  your  Introduction,  is  it  not  ? 
I  believe  it  is  so  j  but  it  does  not  concern  me  much  now. 
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You  probably  heard  his  Name  at  that  Time  ?  Mr.  J.  r.  Ward. 

I  must  have  heard  it  at  that  Time,  but  I  do  not  recollect  it    I  never  spoke      

to  any  other  Medical  Man  in  Newcastle. 

How  did  you  know  that  he  was  a  Medical  Man  ? 

He  was  stated  to  be  a  Medical  Man  j  he  gave  Lectures  on  Masonry  to  the 
Brethren. 

You  took  Charge  of  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  in  the  Month  of  July 
1837? 
Yes. 

How  came  you  to  go  to  Bridgwater  ?    Did  you  see  the  Advertisement  at 
Newcastle  ? 
I  did. 

You  thought  that  afforded  you  an  opening  for  the  Practice  of  your 
Profession  ? 

I  did.  My  Mind  was  embarrassed  at  the  Time,  having  so  many  Years  had 
a  very  active  Life. 

You  took  Charge  of  the  Division  of  Bridgwater  in  which  the  Workhouse  is 
situated  in  the  Month  of  July  1837  ? 
I  did. 

Was  it  the  14th  of  July  you  were  elected  ? 
I  believe  it  was. 

In  what  State  was  that  Workhouse  at  the  Time  ? 
In  a  very  dirty  State. 

When  you  say  it  was  in  a  very  bad  State,  was  there  a  great  deal  of  Disease 
in  the  House  ? 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  Dirt  in  the  House. 

first  of  all,  with  regard  to  the  Health  of  Patients  j  was  there  a  great  deal  of 
Disease  in  the  House  ? 
There  was  not  so  much  active  Disease. 

What  Description  of  Disease  was  there  particularly  in  the  House  at  the 
Tune? 
The  Children  were  labouring  under  cutaneous  Diseases. 

Do  you  mean  the  Itch  ? 
No  ;  not  any  thing  so  filthy. 

What  do  you  mean  ? 

They  had  Eruptions  indicative  of  internal  Disease. 

What  were  the  internal  Diseases  of  which  that  was  indicative  ? 
It  was  indicative  of  a  Disease  of  the  Chylopoietic  Viscera. 

Was  there  any  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  ? 

To  the  best  of  my  Belief  there  were  not  more  than  Two  or  Three  Cases. 

Did  you  make  Inquiry  as  to  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  a  short  Time 
previous  to  that  ? 
I  had  to  learn  that.     I  had  no  Medical  Man  to  direct  me  or  meet  me. 

Did  you  inquire  of  Persons  in  and  about  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  did,  as  to  the  present  Time  j  but  I  did  not  inquire  of  past  Circumstances. 

You  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  inquire  how  far  the  State  of  the  House 
had  been  different  shortly  before  ? 

No.  People  were  so  busy  in  buzzing  Maladies  into  my  Ears  I  thought  I 
would  judge  for  myself. 

You  did  not  think  it  worth  while  inquiring  about  it  ? 

My  Ears  were  so  buzzed  into,  that  I  heard  of  nothing  but  Diarrhoea. 

From  what  you  heard,  what  appeared  to  have  been  the  State  of  the  House 
a  short  Time  previously  ? 

They  appeared  to  have  had  a  Bowel  Disease  ;  but  ever}*  thing  was  attributed 
to  Diarrhoea. 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.        Is  not  Diarrhoea  a  Bowel  Disease  ? 

—  It  is  a  Bowel  Disease  of  a  peculiar  Character.    The  DianrfacBa  mj  be  di. 

tinguished  into  Seven  or  Eight  Classes^  attacking  diSw&al  MembnoesM 
Organs. 

Still  all  the  Seven  or  Eight  Classes  would  be  Diarrfacia?' 

Diarrhoea  is  often  set  up  to  relieve  other  Diseases.    Different  Coiig»tumiof 

the  System  when  improperly  stopped  often  terminate  in   Dea^.    I  w(wld 

rather  accelerate  Diarrhoea  than  stop  it  abruptly. 

You  were  not  asked  how  you  would  treat  Diarrhoea,  but  asked  as  to  the  Ret 
of  the  State  of  the  House  for  a  short  Time  before  ? 

I  would  wish  to  support  the  Station  I  fill.  If  I  may  go  frdm  Hearsay,  I 
heard  that  a  very  great  Number  were  perpetually  dying  of  Diarrhoea. 

Was  the  Medical  Book  put  into  your  Han4? 
It  was. 

Had  you  an  Chmortunity  of  turning  back  and  seeing  what  Diseases  bad  been 
prevalent  in  the  House  before  you  took  it,  and  did  you  do  that  ? 

I  do  not  think  I  did,  for  I  should  pay  no  Respect  to  the  Reports  of  the 
Gentlemen  who  wrote  it 

You  took  to  the  House,  and  then  from  your  own  Observation  of  the  Patients 
wrote  down  what  you  thought  were  their  real  Complaints  ? 
To  the  best  of  my  Knowledge. 

Those  Entries  after  the  14th  of  Jul;^  are  your  Entries  ? 
I  believe  they  are  mine,  or  my  clinical  Clerk  ^  the  Clerk  who  attended  (he 
Bedside  with  me. 

You  are  responsible  for  the  Entries  ? 
I  am. 

You  say  you  would  not  inquire  into  those  Entries  because  you  bad  m 
Respect  for  the  Talent  of  the  Man  who  wrote  them  ? 
I  had  not.    I  am  to  judge  and  account  for  the  Diseases  myself. 

You  had  no  Respect  for  the  Talent  of  the  Man  who  wrote  the  Entries  ? 
No ;  they  behaved  too  ungentlemanly  to  me. 

Was  it  that  you  did  not  look  at  the  Book  because  you  had  no  Respect  to  the 
Persons  who  had  preceded  you  in  charge  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
Your  Lordships  must  be  aware  that  I  had  to  make  out  the  Cases  myself. 

Did  you  refer  to  the  Book  previously  ? 

I  might  have  looked  the  Book  over,  but  I  cannot  swear  that  I  did. 

You  stated  that  the  Reason  of  your  not  referring  to  the  Entries  was  that  you 
had  no  Respect  for  the  Talent  of  the  Man  who  wrote  them  ? 
I  will  now  say  that. 

How  long  had  you  known  the  Person  who  had  written  them  ? 
I  had  known  him  a  short  Time.     It  was  sufficiently  long  to  make  me  qirite 
disgusted  that  I  ever  entered  the  Union  or  Bridgwater. 

With  what  were  you  disgusted  ? 

The  Medical  Officers  Conduct  was  perfectly  ungentlemanly  and  dishonour- 
able. 

Why  were  you  disgusted  with  them  ? 

They  were  asked  by  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Board  to  show  me  their  Cases  on 
my  undertaking  them. 

In  your  Presence  ? 

Yes.  They  did  not  act  as  Gentlemen ;  they  refused  that  Assistance.  I 
therefore  had  to  make  out  all  the  Cases  myself,  without  the  Assistance  of  any 
one. 

Why  did  that  Circumstance  induce  you  not  to  have  Confidence  in  what  they 
had  stated  before  in  their  Medical  Statements  ? 

I  had  heard  Things  truly  disgusting  to  the  Honour  and  Dignity  of  the 
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Ptofession,  of  the  Gentlemen  of  Bridgwater  at  my  Hotel.     Two  Medical     MT.j.R:WardL 

Gentlemen  there  mentioned  to  me  the  Qualifications  of  Two  or  Three  Indi-       

viduals.  Medical  Officers,  who  held  Appointments  under  the  Union,  and  tlieir 
ungentlemanly  Conduct. 

Those  are  Medical  Persons  residing  in  Bridgwater  ? 
In  and  about  Bridgwater. 

Were  they  so  at  the  Time  ? 
Yes. 

All  you  learned  with  respect  to  the  Workhouse  was  from  Reports  made  to 
you  by  Persons  about  the  Worichouse  ? 
Previous  to  my  taking  it. 

Did  you  understand  that  there  had  been  Diarrhoea,  and  that  it  had  been 
veiT  rife  in  that  House  a  short  Time  previously  ? 
1  did. 

Did  the  Medical  Men  refuse  to  give  you  any  Statement  of  their  Cases? 
I  heard  that  they  did. 

Did  you  try  them  ? 

I  did  not  apply  to  them  personally. 

You  did  not  hear  them  refuse? 

I  believe  I  heard  Mr.  Caswell  say  that. 

He  was  not  the  Medical  Man  of  the  Workhouse? 
No,  he  was  one  of  the  Officers. 

Did  Mr.  Abraham  King  refuse  ? 
I  believe  he  did. 

You  do  not  know  it  of  your  own  Knowledge  ? 

No  J I  hafve  some  ReooUectton,  but  n^ttnfficient  te  swear  by. 

You  say  there  w^re  Tluree  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  when  you  first  took  possession 
of  rhe  Workhouse ;  did  those  Cases  continue  or  did  they  go  off? 
To  the  best  of  my  Belief  they  went  off  under  Treatment 

Had  you  any  fresh  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

You  had  nothing  to  signify  ? 
Nothing  alarming. 

You  say  you  found  the  House  in  a  very  dirty  State  ? 
The  House  was  dirty,  so  far  that  in  wet  Weather  it  was  covered  with  Filth. 
I  ordered  Sawdust  to  he  used ;  it  was  filthy  dirty. 

Was  it  dirty  from  the  Beds  being  improperly  cleaned,  or  any  thing  of  that 
Sort? 

The  Beds  did  not  look  proper  Beds  to  lie  on  \  they  were  very  dirty,  exceed- 
ingly filthy. 

The  Filth  and  Dirt  was  from  Persons  diseased  having  lain  in  them,  and  the 
Consequence  of  Diarrhoea,  and  so  forth  ? 
I  should  say  they  were  wetted. 

By  Evacuations  from  the  Patients  ? 
Yes. 

That  they  had  been  so  some  Time  before  ? 
Yes. 

Were  the  Evacuations  Faeces  or  Urine  ? 
Both,  I  should  think ;  and  other  Dirt  also. 

Was  that  the  Case  in  most  of  the  Beds? 
No,  not  in  most. 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.        What  Rooms  were  the  Beds  in  where  that  was  the  Case  ?    . 
— — —  I  should  say  up  the  first  Flight  of  Stairs. 

Was  that  where  the  sick  Persons  were  kept? 
I  believe  they  were  indiscriminately  mixed. 

Was  there  no  Sick  Ward  ? 

I  believe  not  j  there  was  not  when  I  took  the  Office. 

No  Ward  peculiarly  appropriated  to  the  Sick? 
Not  directly  appropriated. 

You  heard  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  heard  so. 

Were  not  those  Diarrhoea  Patients  kept  apart  by  themselves  ? 
I  believe  not ;  I  asked  the  Question. 

Do  you  know  an  old  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Reed  ? 

Yes. 

She  was  Nurse  while  you  were  there  ? 
Yes;  occasionally. 

Did  you  ask  her  upon  the  Subject  ? 

I  might  have  done  it,  but  I  cannot  recollect  that  I  did. 

You  understood  that  that  was  the  Case,  that  the  Patients  were  not  separated? 
I  know  it  was  so  ;  I  found  them  all  mixed. 

How  many  did  you  find  sleeping  in  a  Bed  ? 
That  I  cannot  say  correctly. 

Have  you  found  more  than  One  in  a  Bed  ? 
Decidedly. 

Have  you  found  more  than  One  sick  Person  in  a  Bed  ? 
I  believe  not. 

Had  the  sick  Persons  each  a  Bed  to  themselves? 
I  think  they  had,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Were  there  many  sick  Children  in  the  House  ? 
No. 

The  sick  Children  had  been  removed  to  North  Petherton  ? 

Yes. 

How  many  Children  have  you  found  in  a  Bed? 
Three  or  Four. 

More  than  Two  in  a  Bed  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  in  any  Cases  known  more  than  Two  ? 
*   I  believe  I  have  seen  Three  in  a  Bed- 
Three  Men  ? 
I  think  Children  more  particularly. 

Two  Women  and  a  Child,  perhaps ;  not  Three  grown  Women  ? 
I  will  not  be  sure  that  I  have  not  seen  Three  grown  Women  j  I  know  I  hsffe 
seen  Two. 

Could  there  have  been  Three  without  Mary  Reed's  knowing  it  ? 
I  think  there  might. 

How  could  that  be  ? 

She  did  not  always  go  round  with  me. 

Did  you  ever  go  round  at  Night  ? 

Three  Times  a  Day,  and  sometimes  Four  Times  a  Day. 

You  have  gone  round  at  Night? 

Yes }  I  have  been  at  Twelve  and  One  o*CIock. 

Have 
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Have  you  seen  the  Women  Three  in  a  Bed  then  ?  j^^^  j  ^^  ^r^^^^^ 

I  have  occasionally.  '  ' 

Have  you  seen  that  more  than  once  ? 

No ;  I  have  seen  sufficient  to  make  an  Impression  on  my  Mind.  I  have  seen 
Two,  I  know. 

You  are  asked  about  Three  ? 

Those  were  Children  principally.  I  will  not  swear  that  I  have  seen  Three 
Women. 

Have  you  seen  Three  Men  ? 

I  will  not  swear  that  I  have  seen  Three  Men. 

Will  you  swear  you  have  not  ? 

I  think  it  would  have  made  an  Impression  upon  my  Mind  if  I  had. 

It  would  strike  you  as  an  extraordinary  Fact  if  you  saw  Three  grown-up 
Men  in  a  Bed  ? 
Indeed  I  have  seen  so  much  in  Life  that  nothing  would  astonish  me. 

Have  you  ever  been  in  the  habit  of  seeing  Three  Men  in  a  Bed  ? 
I  have  seen  more  than  that. 

Where  have  you  seen  that  ? 
Not  exactly  in  this  Country. 

Was  the  House  considered  full  when  you  took  it  ? 
I  believe  it  was«  but  it  had  been  fuller. 

How  many  were  there  when  you  took  it  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

You  understood  it  had  been  fuller? 

Decidedly  so,  for  that  many  had  slept  in  a  Bed,  they  were  obliged  to  put 
several  in  a  Bed.  I  do  not  speak  to  that  as  having  seen  it,  but  as  having 
heard  it. 

You  remained  in  this  House  till  January  1838,  did  not  you  ? 

January  1838  or  December  1837 }  it  was  a  little  before  Christmas  I  think. 

Did  the  Paupers  then  remove  to  the  new  House  ? 
Yes. 

After  their  Arrival  at  the  new  House,  do  you  remember  a  Pauper  being 
brought  into  the  House  who  was  suffering  under  Delirium  tremens  ? 
I  do. 

What  was  his  Name  ? 

His  Name  was  Edward  Cross  j  Thirty  Years  of  Age. 

What  Date  was  that? 
The  17th  of  July, 

You  were  asked  about  a  Man  in  the  new  House  ? 
That  Man  never  came  into  the  new  House  ? 

Who  makes  the  Entries  in  the  Books  ? 
My  Pupil,  under  my  Direction. 

Is  he  a  Quaker? 
Yes,  he  is. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  BreflBt,  who  came  in  on  the  ,4th  of 
November  ? 

I  remember  the  Man. 

The  Disease  you  have  put  opposite  to  him  is  Congestion  of  the  Brain ;  is  that 
a  Brain  Fever,  or  what  does  it  mean  ? 

The  Seat  of  that  Fever  is  in  the  Brain  j  it  is  a  Determination  of  Blood  to  the 
Head,  or  other  functional  Derangement  I  cannot  say  how  Things  might  turn 
out  J  it  put  on  this  Character  at  first. 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.        Was  the  Man  in  a  very  wild  State  ? 

The  Man  was  in  a  deplorable  State ;  worn  down  by  Pisdase  before  h«  was 

admitted. 

Was  be  in  a  v^  violent  aad  wild  State  ? 

He  was  not  labouring  under  a  Disorder  of  the  Brain  to  make  him  deranged; 
he  was  not  furious. 

Who  attended  upon  tbtt  Mm  ? 
Rowsell. 

Is  this  Tendency  of  Blood  to  the  Head  infectious? 
No. 

BreflSt  recovered  ? 

He  did,  after  going  through  the  putrid  Form  of  Fever ;  he  had  PcYer. 
Congestion  of  the  Brain  is  the  Cause  at  Times  of  Fever,  varying  accor&g 
to  the  Habit  of  Body  and  the  Life  led  j  this  is  the  Character  rfthe  Fever}  it 
goes  on  till  it  goes  into  its  last  Stage  or  Typhoid. 

He  was  attended  by  Rowwll  ? 
Yes,  principally. 

Rowsell  was  taken  ill  of  the  Fever  too,  was  not  be  ? 

Yes  }  not  of  the  Fever,  he  was  taken  ill  of  a  Complaint  very  similar  to  that 
under  which  Breffit  was  labouring ;  he  was  labouring  under  Cong^cm  of  the 
Brain  certainly. 

It  is  called  in  the  Book  Congestion  of  the  Head? 
It  is  the  same  Thing. 

Rowsell  died  ? 

He  did  ;  the  Disease  put  on  a  more  dangerous  Form. 

He  was  attended  on  from  the  24th  of  November  to  the  Idth  c£  December, 
and  died  on  the  14th  of  December  ? 
Yes ;  but  he  was  not  ill  all  that  Time. 

At  what  Time  did  Congestion  of  the  Head  come  on  ? 

It  did  not  come  on  tiH  shortly  before  his  Death ;  he  was  first  ratiier  leose 
in  the  Bowels,  but  on  examining  the  Secretiona  I  would  not  swear  that  it  was 
Diarrhoea, — simply  a  Bowel  Complaint* 

What  do  you  call  Eniepholitis  ? 

A  congested  State  of  the  Brain»  an  inflammatory  Disease  of  the  Brain;  be 
had  Looseness  of  the  Bowels,  then  when  Nature  was  making  an  Effort  to  throw 
off  the  Disease  he  died  from  Paralysis ;  Nature  up  to  the  last  Hour  macte 
Efforts. 

Is  he  entered  as  dying  of  Paralysis  ? 

He  had  Paralysis,  the  Result  of  the  Brain  Disease. 

Did  he  die  of  that  ? 

The  Brain  never  put  on  a  healthy  Action  after  being  taken. 

Had  he  any  Typhus  or  Putrid  Fever  upon  him  ? 

It  put  on  a  sligDt  Typhoid  Character,  but  not  a  decided  Typhus  Character. 

He  had  nursed  a  Man  who  had  Typhoid  ? 
Yes. 

Can  you  take  upon  you  to  say  he  did  not  catch  this  Typhus  Fever  in 
consequence  of  his  Attendance  on  the  Man  who  had  it? 

Yes.  It  was  not  l^hus  Fever  he  laboured  under;  butp  from  fireqiieot 
watching,  the  Man's  System  was  predisposed  to  Disease ;  the  same  as  anjr 
perfect  Stranger  would  be. 

Did  he  or  not  catch  this  Fever  ftcm  the  Man  on  whom  he  attended  ? 
It  was  a  different  Disease  though  it  put  on  the  same  Character  as  that  of  the 
Man  he  attended  at  one  Time. 

He  had  Congestion  of  the  Brain  ? 

Yes.    Congestion  of  the  Brain  is  not  contagious. 
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You  said  he  had  also  Typhoid  Fever  ?  Mr.  j.  R.  Ward. 

At  last  it  put  on  the  Character  of  Typhoid,  when  the  System  was  giving      

up. 

The  Man  he  attended  had  also  l?^d  thp  Typhoi(l  Fever  ? 
Decidedly. 

Do  you  give  it  as  your  Opinion  that  he  had  caught  the  Typhus  Fever  from 
the  other  Man  ? 

No,  forthis  Reason :  Rowsell  laboured  under  Congestion  of  the  Head  almost 
from  the  Beginning  of  my  taking  Office,  and  had  before,  as  reported,  been 
subject  to  it;  and  he  was  complaining  of  perpetual  Headachs. 

When  did  he  first  come  under  your  Care  ? 

The  21st  of  June.  He  was  not  taken  with  Congestion  of  the  Brain  till  the 
14th  of  December.  My  Note  at  the  Time  was  this :  *«  This  Man  was  labour- 
ing under  Congestion  of  the  Br$xn  when  I  took  Office/*  Fatigue  from  nursing 
several  of  the  Sick  might  have  brought  on  the  Disease  to  which  he  was  pre- 
disposed ;  and  he  died. 

Whether  it  was  Congestion  of  the  Head,  or  whatever  it  was,  it  was  brought 
on  by  attending  the  Sick  ? 
He  had  it  before  he  nursed  Breffit,  and  was  cured  of  it  for  the  Time. 

Yau  say  it  was  brought  on  again  by  Fatigue  from  nursing  the  Sick  ? 
Yes.    There  was  no  appointed  Nurse.    He  attended  daily  to  all  the  Men. 
I  frequently  cautioned  him. 

You  say  Breffit  had  the  Typhoid  Fever  upon  him  ? 
He  had  towards  the  Close  of  the  Disease. 

And  Rowsell  attended  upon  him  ? 
Yes. 

There  was  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Edward  Jarmin  ? 

He  was  Seventy-five  Years  of  Age ;  he  was  admitted  with  a  formidable  Skin 
Disease,  the  worst  State  of  cutaneous  Disease  he  could  be  labouring  under.  His 
Body  was  quite  scabby.  He  was  admitted  the  ISth  of  October  I8S7.  I  will 
read  my  Note  I  made  at  the  Time :  «*  Entered  the  House,  labouring  under 
Lepra  Vulgaris,  Leprosy,  mixed  with  rank  Itch ;  in  a  beastly  State.*'  That 
was  a  Kind  of  cutaneous  Disease,  of  which  he  was  cured  j  immediately  after- 
wards  he  became  hemiplegistic ;  he  became  paralyzed. 

When  did  he  become  paralyzed  ? 

Inamediately  the  cutaneous  Disease  was  removed. 

What  did  he  die  of  ultimately  ? 

He  died  from  Paralysis  Hemiplegica  on  the  Right  Side. 

When  did  he  die? 

He  died  the  24th  of  December,  I  think. 

Had  he  nursed  this  unfortunate  Man  ? 
No. 

Had  not  he  lived  with  him  ? 

No,,  to  the  best  of  my  Recollection  he  had  not.  It  is  worthy  of  Observation 
on  this  Occasion,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  observed,  that  though  cutaneous  Diseases 
may  be  cured  or  relieved  to  a  considerable  Extent,  much  Mischief  may  accrue 
in  curing  a  Man  labouring  under  cutaneous  Disease,  Nature  frequently  making 
an  Effort  to  the  Skin  to  Sirow  off  the  obnoxious  Quality  of  the  Blood.  This 
Man  died. 

"WTio  forced  you  to  cure  this  Itch  ? 

It  is  the  Plan  with  the  Profession ;  it  is  the  Practice  pursued  to  cure  cutaneous 
r>isea.ses  whenever  they  occur,  indiscriminately  and  immediately. 
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Mr.J.H  Ward.        Did  you  interfere  with  that  ? 
■  No.   I  merely  meution  it  on  this  Occasion    to  show  how  Divine  Providence 

acts  frequently  in  setting  up  a  Disease  of  no  Danger  which  is  very  obnoxious 
and  troublesome  certainly  to  the  Human  Race ;  we  are  exceedingly  anxious 
to  get  rid  of  the  Disease,  but  when  we  get  rid  of  it,  after  it  has  prevailed  a 
long  Time,  another  Disease  invariably  follows,  the  Consequences  oi  which  are 
a  Determination  to  some  important  (Jrgan^  and  Death  ensues. 

TTie  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
Rev.  li.  Pope.         The  Reverend  BENJAMIN  POPE  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows : 


YOU  are  a  Clergyman  of  Nether  Stowey  ? 
I  am. 

Do  you  remember  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
I  do. 

Do  you  remember  visiting  her  soon  after  she  was  brought  to  Bed  ? 
Not  very  soon  after. 

How  soon  after  ? 

Not  for  Three  or  Four  Months. 

Mrs.  Pope  saw  her  before  that? 
Yes,  she  did. 

When  did  Mrs,  Pope  see  her  ? 

I  think  very  shortly  after  the  Child  was  brought  to  me  to  be 
baptized. 

Why  was  the  Child  brought  to  you  to  be  privately  baptized  ? 
Because  it  was  ill,  as  I  was  informed. 

Was  it  immediately  upon  that  Baptism  Mrs.  Pope  went  down  to  see  the 
Mother  of  the  Child? 

No. 

How  soon  after  did  she  go  ? 

I  do  not  think  she  went  till  it  was  reported  that  the  Woman  had  been  used 
cruelly. 

Do  you  mean  used  cruelly  by  the  Midwife  ? 

No,  by  the  Parish,  and  by  the  Guardians  j  not  till  my  Attention  was  called 
to  it  by  the  Pamphlet  which  was  published. 

Do  you  know  whether  Mrs.  Pope  examined  the  Person  of  the  Woman  at 
all  at  that  Time? 

She  did  not  examine  her  Person  certainly. 

She  knows  nothing  about  her  Medical  Treatment,  or  the  Laceration  of  tbe 
Perinaeum  ? 

She  knows  nothing  at  all  of  that. 

Nor  you  neither  ? 

No,  I  know  nothing  on  that  Point ;  but  I  should  wish  to  state  to  your 
Lordships  that  I  examined  the  Woman  as  to  the  Charge  of  Cruelty,  and  as  to 
the  Refusal  to  give  her  Medical  Relief,  and  she  told  me  expressly  that  it  was 
her  Wish  to  have  a  Woman  to  attend  her,  and  that  she  had  no  Complaint 
whatever  to  make  against  the  Guardians  of  the  Parish  or  the  Relieving  Officer, 
or  Kitty  Walker ;  that  she  had  been  treated  with  very  great  Kindness. 

Did  she  tell  you  that  she  had  herself  expressed  a  Wish  not  to  have  a 
Medical  Man  but  to  have  a  Woman  ? 
She  did  tell  me  that  she  had  expressed  that  Wish. 

Before  her  Confinement  ? 
Yes. 

You 
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You  found  her  ill  ?  z,^.  s.  Pope. 

I  was  sent  for  in  consequence  of  being  informed  that  she  was  at  the  Point  of      — - 

Death. 

Who  informed  you  that  she  was  at  the  Point  of  Death  ? 
Her  Mother. 

Did  she  come  up  for  the  Purpose  of  telling  you  that? 

No ;  my  Servant  went  to  her  to  take  her  some  Chicken  Broth, — I  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  sending  her  Things  occasionally, — when  Charlotte  Allen  said  she 
should  be  glad  to  see  me.  I  went  immediately ;  it  happened  to  be  on  a  Sunday. 
The  Mother  told  me  she  was  just  at  the  Point  of  Death,  that  she  was  too  unwell 
to  see  me,  that  she  was  delirious.  I  said  I  was  surprised  to  hear  that,  as  I  had 
just  received  a  Message  from  the  Woman  herself,  and  I  must  request  to  go  up 
Stairs  that  I  might  see  her  Daughter.  I  went  up  to  her,  and  supposing  that  the 
Information  I  had  received  was  correct,  I  approached  the  Bed  very  carefully. 
I  found  her  in  a  very  delicate  State  j  1  began  talking  to  her,  and  very  soon 
found  that  she  was  not  in  the  State  described  to  me. 

She  was  not  at  the  Point  of  Death,  or  delirious  ? 

No.  I  felt  her  Pulse,  and  I  considered  her  Pulse  to  be  as  good  as  my  own. 
Being  informed  that  she  had  been  very  much  alarmed  by  the  Threat  of  being 
sent  to  the  Union  Workhouse  I  talked  to  her  upon  that  Point.  She  told 
me  she  had  a  very  great  Dread  of  it,  for  she  was  told  it  was  no  better  than 
being  in  a  Prison,  and  that  her  Child  would  be  taken  from  her.  I  told  her  this 
Report  was  not  correct;  that  she  would  be  treated  with  every  possible 
Kindness,  and  be  made  very  comfortable;  and  my  Advice  to  her  was  that 
she  should  go  into  the  Workhouse.  I  then  asked  her  particularly  as  to  the 
Complaint  which  I  understood  had  been  made  against  the  Parish  and  the 
Guardians,  and  she  said  she  had  no  Complaint  whatever  to  make  against  the 
Gentlemen.  I  asked  her  whether  she  had  applied  to  have  the  Attendance 
of  the  Surgeon ;  she  said  no,  it  was  her  own  particular  Request  to  have  the 
Midwife  instead  of  the  Parish  Doctor. 

She  told  you  that  personally  ? 
Yes. 

Did  she  tell  you  she  had  suffered  from  her  Lying-in  ? 

Yes  ;  she  told  me  that  she  was  not  able  to  sit  up  for  any  Length  of  Time. 
I  could  not  judge  of  that  while  she  was  in  Bed,  but  I  considered  her  as 
unlikely  to  die  as  I  was  myself. 

Do  you  believe  that  was  her  Impression  at  the  Time  she  continued  talking 
to  you,  that  she  was  in  a  dying  State  ? 

Certainly  not.  I  considered  that  there  was  a  vast  deal  of  Duplicity  about 
the  Woman  herself,  and  a  great  deal  of  Duplicity  in  those  about  her. 

She  continued  ill  a  long  Time  did  not  she,  keeping  her  Bed? 
Yes  ;  she  was  confined  a  long  Time. 

Have  you  any  Reason  to  suppose  any  Part  of  her  Illness  was  feigned  ? 
I  am  decidedly  of  that  Opinion. 

On  what  do  you  found  that  Opinion  ? 

I  ground  it  on  her  Mother's  Statement,  and  that  of  others,  as  compared 
with  that  of  the  Woman  herself  when  I  was  sent  for  to  attend  her  officially. 

You  went  to  administer  to  her,  thinking  that  she  was  in  Articulo  Mortis  ? 
Yes. 

Had  you  Occasion  to  see  Mr.  Ruddock  or  Mr.  King  soon  afterwards,  and  to 
mention  your  calling  on  her  ? 

I  saw  Mr.  Ruddock  the  Day  afterwards,  I  think. 

He  is  the  Medical  Gentleman  who  had  the  Care  of  the  District  ? 

Yes.  He  said  "  I  understand,  Mr.  Pope,  you  have  been  to  see  Charlotte 
Allen,  and  say  nothing  was  the  Matter/*  I  replied,  **  I  have  not  said  exactly 
so ;  I  know  nothing  of  her  particular  local  Complaint,  of  course,  but  as  to  her 
general  Health,  I  should  say  it  is  as  good  as  mine.** 

(I5LS0.)  7  A  2  Did 
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Bev.  i?.  Pope.  Did  he  say  any  thing  as  to  that  ? 

• He  said  "  Oh  I  that  is  your  Opinion,  is  it  ?'*   I  said,  "  Yes,  it  is." 

Was  that  all  which  passed  ? 

Yes ;  but  I  had  a  Conversation  with  him  soon  after  the  Child  was  brought 
to  me  to  be  baptized.  The  Mother  told  me  thej^hild  would  certainly  die,  and 
that  Mortification  had  actually  taken  plac^on  the  Mother,  and  that  she 
could  not  live. 

How  long  was  that  after  her  Confinement  ? 

A  few  Days  after  her  Confinement.  The  Woman  came  to  my  House  a 
few  Days  after  this  for  Wine  for  her  Daughter.  Mrs.  Pope  said,  "We 
never  give  Wine  unless  it  is  recommended  by  the  Doctor ;  if  you  will  get 
an  Order  from  Mr.  Ruddock  or  Mr.  King  to  say  that  Wine  is  necessary 
she'  shall  have  that  or  any  thing  else."  The  Mother  said,  "  Mr.  Ruddock 
says  it  is  of  no  consequence ;  the  Wine  will  not  hurt  her,  as  Mortification  has 
taken  place."  I  saw  her,  and  I  saw  Mr.  Ruddock  immediately  after  this,  and 
he  said  that  Mortification  had  taken  place,  and  that  she  could  not  possibly 
live. 

This  was  previous  to  the  Publication  of  the  Pamphlet? 

Yes  ;  from  that  Time  to  the  Publication  of  the  Pamphlet  I  never  heard  any 
thing  more  about  it.  She  had  Things  occasionally  from  my  House.  On  the 
Publication  of  the  Pamphlet  Mrs.  Pope  called  upon  her  and  told  her  that  any 
thing  she  wanted  she  might  have  from  the  Vicarage  j  she  gave  her  Money,  and 
asked  what  she  particularly  wanted.  The  Mother  said  the  Parish  were  very 
hard  with  her ;  they  would  not  allow  any  one  to  sit  up  with  her  at  Night  My 
Wife  said,  "  I  will  send  one  of  my  Servants."  One  of  my  Servants  was  sent 
for  that  Purpose,  and  when  she  got  there  she  found  that  the  Woman  had 
plenty  of  proper  Help  aflforded  her  by  the  Parish. 

Your  Impression  upon  the  whole  is,  that  the  Woman  exceedingly  exaggerated 
her  own  Case  ? 

It  was  very  much  exaggerated  by  the  Woman  herself,  and  those  around  her. 

Was  there  any  Party  made  in  the  Parish  about  this,  as  for  the  Doctors  or 
against  the  Doctors,  in  this  Dispute ;  was  it  a  Party  Affair  among  the  People  in 
the  Parish  ? 

The  People  in  the  Parish  are  generally  of  opinion  that  it  is  a  Case  of 
Deception  now. 

Was  there  any  Party  got  up  to  make  this  Case  appear  worse  than  it  really 
was? 

I  think  there  was. 

Do  you  think  that  Industry,  was  used  to  aggravate  it  ? 
Yes. 

By  whom  ? 

By  the  different  Medical  Officers. 

Mr.  Ruddock  gave  it  as  his  Opinion  that  Mortification  had  taken  place  ? 
Yes. 

He  is  a  Medical  Officer  of  considerable  Experience,  is  not  he  ? 
He  is  a  very  young  Man. 

He  could  not  of  course  be  supposed  to  be  partaking  in  this  general  System 
you  are  speaking  of,  getting  up  a  Party  in  the  Parish  ? 

Mr.  Ruddock  is  a  particular  Friend  of  mine,  and  his  Father  is  one  of  the 
oldest  Acquaintances  I  have,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  be  required  to  answer 
that  Question. 

You  are  not  a  Guardian,  either  ex  officio  or  elected  ? 
I  am  not. 

That  Opinion  you  gave  as  to  the  State  of  Charlotte  Allen's  Health  when  you 
saw  her  you  derived  from  feeling  her  Pulse  ? 

From  feeling  her  Pulse  and  from  the  Manner  of  her  speaking  to  me. 

You 
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You  are  of  course  in  the  habit  of  seeing  your  Parishioners  who  are  in  a  bad      ^^y.  ^^  p^^^^ 
State  of  Health  or  in  a  dying  State  ?  -        ' 

Always. 

You  live  constantly  in  the  Parish  and  perform  the  Duty  ? 
I  do. 

Can  you  say  whether  she  had  this  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ? 
No. 

Or  whether  there  was  a  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 

I  have  heard  from  some  Persons  that  there  was  not,  and  from  others  that 
there  was. 

From  whom  have  you  heard  that  there  was  not  either  of  those  Things? 
I  think  I  have  heard  that  To-day, 

From  whom  ? 

That  it  was  so  very  trifling  that  it  was  not  a  Thing  to  be  considered  as 
serious. 

From  whom  did  you  hear  that  ? 
I  think  I  heard  it  from  Mr.  Ward. 

Are  you  sure  you  heard  it  from  Mr.  Ward  ? 
I  think  I  did. 

Did  Mr.  Ward  state  to  you  that  there  was  no  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ? 
That  it  was  very  trifling. 

Did  he  state  to  you  that  there  had'  been  no  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 
I  think  he  did. 

When  did  he  say  there  was  no  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 

I  never  spoke  to  Mr.  Ward  until  1  saw  him  To-day  in  the  Waiting  Room. 

He  stated  to  you  that  the  Laceration  of  the  Womb  was  very  trifling? 
Yes. 

Was  that  which  he  stated  that  the  Injury  at  the  present  Moment  was  very 
trifling  ? 

The  Injury  at  the  Time  of  his  Examination  of  her  I  particularly  spoke  ofl 

He  did  not  describe  what  had  been  the  Extent  of  the  Injury  immediately 
afler  the  Confinement  ? 

He  did  not ;  he  did  not  see  her  immediately  after. 

Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Ward  any  Idea  of  the  Extent  of  the  Injury  at  the 
Time  of  the  Confinement  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  he  gave  an  Opinion  as  to  ^he  Extent  of  the  Injury  at  the 
Time  of  the  Confinement,  but  at  the  Time  of  his  Examination. 

Did  he  say  that  there  was  any  Appearance  of  there  having  been  a  consider- 
able Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ? 

The  Impression  upon  my  Mind  is  that  he  said  there  had  not. 

That  at  the  Time  he  examined  her  he  could  not  discover  that  there  had 
been  any  thing  very  serious  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  collect  that  there  was  not  any  thing  very  serious  at  that  Time,  or 
that  there  had  not  been  any  thing  very  serious  previous  to  that  Time  ? 

I  understood  him  to  confine  himself  to  the  Time  of  his  Examination  of 
course. 

Did  he  speak,  from  what  appeared  from  his  Examination,  as  to  what  had 
been,  or  what  was  then  existing  ? 
What  was  then  existing,  I  think. 

Did  he  say  there  never  had  been  a  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 
No  J  I  have  not  said  that,  I  think. 

(151.30.)  7  A  3  Did  • 
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Beu.  B.  Pope.         Did  he  say  any  thing  about  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 
I  think  he  did. 

What  did  he  say  ? 

That  it  had  been  very  trifling. 

That  there  was  no  Prolapsus  Uteri  at  the  Time  he  examined  her? 
I  do  not  recollect  his  having  stated  that  exactly. 

Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Ruddock  say  it  was  so  great  an  Injury  as  to  be 
irrecoverable  ? 
Yes,  certainly. 

**  That  her  Case  was  irremediable,  and  must  render  the  Remainder  of  her 
Existence  miserable  to  herself  and  intolerably  offensive  to  those  around 
her*'? 

Yes,  I  have. 

He  has  stated  that  to  you  ? 

He  has.  At  the  Time  I  attended  this  Woman  I  sat,  I  suppose  within  a 
Foot  of  her,  close  to  her  Bed-side;  I  have  very  often  in  the  Course  of  my 
Life  attended  Persons  in  Disease,  and  I  never  observed  a  Case  where  there 
was  less  disagreeable  Smell,  indeed  there  was  none  whatever,  the  Woman  was 
as  clean  and  comfortable  as  she  possibly  could  be. 

Mrs.  Pope  frequently  visited  her  after  that  ? 
Not  frequently,  but  she  visited  her. 

Did  she  make  the  same  Observation  ? 
Certainly. 

Have  you  observed  the  working  of  the  new  Poor  Law  in  your  Parish  ? 
I  have. 

What  is  the  Result  of  your  Opinion  in  consequence  of  that  Observation? 
Has  any  Improvement  in  the  labouring  Classes  taken  place  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  any  Improvement  has  taken  place.  I  think  there  is  too 
much  Discretion  given  to  the  Guardians ;  I  have  heard  it  said  that  they  have 
not  Discretion  enough,  but  I  find  they  have  too  much  in  my  own  Parish. 

You  constantly  reside  in  Nether  Stowey  ? 

I  do. 

You  are  well  acquainted  with  your  Parishioners  ? 

Yes. 

It  is  an  agricultural  Parish  ? 
Yes. 


Do  you  employ  any  Labourers  ? 
I  do. 


Have  you  observed  that  the  Labourers  are  more  diligent  and  more  civil  or 
otherwise,  or  that  there  is  no  Change  whatever  ? 

I  have  not  observed  any  great  Change ;  I  find  there  are  many  able-bodied 
Paupers  receiving  Relief  in  my  Parish,  and  there  has  been  more  Reliefriven  to 
able-bodied  Labourers  than  I  remember  when  I  served  the  Office  of  Overseer 
some  Years  ago. 

You  do  not  think  the  Law  has  been  sufficiently  carried  out  in  the  Parish  to 
enable  you  to  judge  of  its  Effects  ? 

Exactly ;  we  have  now  Six  or  Seven  able-bodied  Labourers  receiving  Out 
door  Relief. 

Have  they  large  Families  ? 

They  are  now  in  full  Employment. 

At  what  Wages  ? 

7^.  and  %s.  a  Week,  their  Wives  earning  Money,  and  their  Children  earning 
Money.  I  made  a  Complaint  last  Week  to  one  of  our  Guardians  and  the 
Relieving  Officer,  and  said,  that  if  they  persisted  in  giving  Relief  to  those  able- 
bodied  Labourers  I  should  certainly  feel  it  my  Duty  to  write  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians. 

4  Have 
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Have  they  large  Families,  or  are  there  any  particular  Circumstances  about      Reif.  B.  Pope. 

those  People  which  afford  a  Reason  for  their  being  relieved  out  of  the  Parochial       

Funds  ? 

I  do  not  know  of  any  Reason  why  they  should  be  relieved.  If  it  was  stated  to 
them  that  Relief  would  not  be  given  to  them  they  would  be  able  to  do  for 
themselves,  and  I  think  if  it  was  held  out  that  instead  of  receiving  Parochial 
Relief  they  should  go  into  the  House  they  would  immediately  give  it  up. 

Have  not  you  a  Guardian  of  your  Parish  ? 
We  have. 

Why  do  not  you  represent  that  to  him  ? 

I  have ;  he  is  a  Farmer,  and  has  not  Time  to  attend  the  Board  so  regularly 
as  he  ought  to  do,  and  he  is  at  the  present  Moment  unwell. 

What  is  his  Name  ? 
Farthing. 

Is  8^.  the  common  Rate  of  Wages? 
7^.  and  8^. 

Have  you  any  Magistrates  living  in  your  Parish  ? 

Not  at  the  present  Moment  Before  the  Time  that  Charlotte  Allen  was 
unwell  we  had  a  very  active  one,  Mr.  Poole.  If  he  had  been  living  the  Case 
of  Charlotte  Allen  would  never  have  been  heard  of,  I  believe. 

You  were  at  Stowey  in  the  latter  End  of  1836  and  the  early  Part  of  1837  ? 
I  have  been  living  there  the  last  Twelve  Years. 

Did  you  hear  of  any  violent  infectious  Complaint  raging  in  the  Workhouse 
at  Bridgwater  at  that  Time  ? 
No,  I  did  not. 

Do  you  think  such  a  Thing  could  have  happened  as  a  violent  infectious 
Complaint  having  raged  in  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  without  your  hearing 
of  it  at  Stowey  ? 

It  could  not  have  happened,  I  think. 

Were  the  People  of  your  Parish  usually  going  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  at 
this  Time? 

Yes. 

Did  you  ever  hear  them  express  any  Dread  of  going  into  the  Workhouse, 
from  the  Fear  of  catching  this  infectious  Complaint  ? 
Never. 

Did  any  of  your  Parishioners,  who  had  been  in  the  Workhouse,  return  to 
the  Parish  ? 

I  recollect  One  Woman  particularly,  she  said  that  she  was  so  comfortable 
she  would  not  leave  it  on  any  account* 

At  what  Time  did  she  go  ? 

As  soon  as  the  new  Law  came  into  operation. 

Did  you  ever  visit  her  in  that  House  ? 
No. 

Did  you  ever  go  to  the  old  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  yourself? 

No. 

How  far  is  Nether  Stowey  from  Bridgwater  ? 

Between  Seven  and  Eight  Miles. 

Have  vou  constant  Intercourse  with  Bridgwater  ? 
I  go  there  almost  every  Thursday  to  Market. 

You  never  heard  of  this  infectious  Disease  prevailing  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
Never  till  I  heard  of  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet 

Did  you  never  hear  of  there  being  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  ? 

I  never  heard  it  till  I  saw  it  in  Mr.  Bowen'd  Pamphlet  and  the  Times  News- 
paper. I  go  nearly  every  Thursday,  and  sometimes  Two  or  Three  Times  a 
Week,  to  Bridgwater. 
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Rev.  B.  Pope.         Have  you  much  Intercourse  with  the  Inhabitants  of  Bridgwater? 
■  Very  great ;  I  visit  there  frequently. 

Could  it  be  to  the  Extent  that  the  Women  would  not  attend  as  Nurses 
without  your  having  heard  of  it,  in  your  Opinion  ? 
Certainly  not,  I  should  say. 

Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr*  Ruddock  the  Clergyman  ? 
Very  intimately. 

Have  you  had  frequent  Intercourse  with  him  ? 
Not  frequent 

Did  you  occasionally  see  him  about  that  Period  ? 

He  never  spoke  to  you  about  this  dreadful  Infection  ?  . 
Certainly  not. 

Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Frederick  Axford,  the  Doctor's  Brother  ? 

No. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Baker  ? 

I  do  know  him  ;  his  Son  lives  in  my  Parish. 

Did  you  ever  hear  him  talk  of  this  ? 

I  never  have  been  in  the  habit  of  talking  much  with  him. 

Who  is  your  Medical  Man  ? 
Mr.  Jonathan  Toogood. 

Had  he  Occasion  to  visit  you  during  tliis  Period  ? 
Not  at  that  Period  professionally  I  think. 

Did  you  occasionally  see  him? 
Very  often. 

He  never  told  you  of  this  dreadful  Malady  prevailing  ? 
Not  till  after  the  Pamphlet 

The  Account  never  reached  you  in  any  way  of  this  Matter  till  after  the 
Pamphlet  appeared  ? 
No. 

You  never  heard  a  Complaint  of  the  Workhouse  being  crowded  ? 
No. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  to  Monday  next, 

Twelve  o'Clock. 
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DieLunce,  ^S'^Julii  1838- 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Evidence  on  the 

Operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act. 

Mr.  ROBERT  UNDERDOWN  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  

as  follows  :  Mr.R.Undirdmin. 

WILL  you  produce  the  Letter  Mr.  Gover  wrote,  resigning  his  Situation  as 
Governor  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  will. 

The  same  is  delivered  in  and  read,  and  is  as  follows: 

<*  To  the  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union.** 
**  Gentlemen, 
**In  consequence  of  the  Committee  .appointed  some  Time  since  to  examine  into  my 
Competency  as  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  of  the  above  Union  having  decided  that  my 
Knowledge  as  an  Accountant  was  not  equal  to  the  Situation,  I  beg  Leave  most  respectfully 
to  resign  such  Office  whenever  you  shall  be  pleased  to  appoint  a  Person  to  succeed  me. 

<<  In  returning  my  sincere  Thanks  to  you  for  your  Kindness  in  bestowing  on  me  the 
Appointment,  I  humbly  submit  to  you  that  when  placed  by  you  in  the  Situation  I  did  not 
anticipate  the  great  Necessity  of  an  experienced  Accountant. 

<<  Having  left  another  Situation  as  well  as  my  Business  to  take  the  Governorship  of  the 
Workhouse,  coupled  with  the  Shortness  of  my  Appointment  and  the  Sickness  experienced 
by  myself  and  Family  during  that  Time^  I  earnesdy  hope  that  you  will  be  pleased  to  take 
the  same  into  your  Consideration. 

<^  I  remain^  Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 
"10th  November  1838."  James  Gover,** 

You  were  Governor  of  the  Wdrkhouse  on  the  old  System  ? 
Yes. 

How  many  Doctors  used  to  attend  the  Workhouse  ? 
Only  One  at  a  Time. 

How  long  were  you  Governor? 

About  Eight  Years. 

♦ 

Who  were  the  Doctors  who  did  attend  ? 

Mr.  Axford  and  Mr.  Davis  attended  first  when  I  came  into  Office,  and  they 
continued  to  attend  until  Mr.  Davis  died ;  Mr.  Axford  then  took  another 
Partner,  Mr.  Parker,  who  attended  as  Medical  Officer  with  Mr.  Axford,  during 
the  whole  Time  I  held  the  Office.  Mr.  Davis  was  not  a  Partner  with 
Mr.  Axford  at  the  Time  I  first  took  the  Office,  but  was  his  Assistant,  but  he 
afterwards  became  his  Partner. 

Was  the  Workhouse  generally  healthy  during  that  Time  ? 
It  has  been  represented  to  be  an  unhealthy  House,  but  I  did  not  consider 
it  so. 

Did  Mr.  Axford  and  Mr.  Davis  attend  in  the  course  of  the  same  Year  ? 

Yes  J  they  both  attended  occasionally.  If  there  was  any  Case  which  called  for 
it  Mr.  Axford  came,  but  Mr.  Davis  generally  attended ;  and  after  the  Death  of 
Mr.  Davis,  his  other  Partner,  Mr.  Parker,  generally  attended. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
(151.31.)  7  B  Mr. 
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Mr.  JOHN  RODNEY  WARD  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  follows: 

YOU  have  stated  that  after  you  had  studied  at  Guy's  Hospital  and  Saint 
Thomas's  Hospital  you  went  to  live  in  the  Kent  Road  in  the  Borough? 
In  Bermondsey  Street  first,  and  then  in  the  Kent  Road. 

You  have  said  that  your  Health  induced  you  to  leave  that  Residence? 
In  a  great  measure  my  Health. 

Was  there  any  other  Reason  ? 

That  was  the  Cause, — my  Health  declining ;  my  Practice  fell  some  little  off. 

Was  not  there  some  other  Circumstance  that  induced  you  to  leave  that  Part 
of  the  Town? 
No  further  than  my  Practice  falling  off. 

Was  not  there  some  Story  of  an  Action  against  "you  at  the  Time? 
When  I  lived  in  the  Kent  Road  ?    Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Had  not  you  an  Action  brought  against  you  for  some  Slander,  or  sometbiog 
of  that  Sort? 

That  was  by  an  Assistant  I  had  in  my  Service,  who  was  with  me  only  Three 
Days;  he  robbed  me,  absconded,  and  I  could  not  sufficiently  prove  the  Rob- 
bery.   That  was  in  the  Year  1826 ;  the  Year  after  I  commenced  Practice. 

That  was  before  you  were  in  the  Kent  Road  ? 
Yes ;  Eleven  or  Twelve  Years  ago. 

You  were  cast  in  that  Action,  were  you  not? 
Yes,  I  was,  and  very  seriously  injured. 

You  were  obliged  to  take  the  Benefit  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Act? 

I  had  a  Docket  struck  against  me  by  my  Father-in-Law  in  consequence  of 
my  wishing  to  leave  for  the  Continent.  1  obtained  my  Certificate  under  the 
Commission. 

It  is  stated  that  you  were  in  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court  for  an  Action  for 
Slander? 

Yes  J  because  my  Commission  was  opened  only  a  few  Days  before  they  could 
obtain  final  Judgment.     I  compromised. 

It  is  stated  that  you  were  discharged,  after*  Nine  Calendar  Months  Custody 
within  the  Walls  of  the  Prison,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Thomas,  for  being  indebted 
to  him  in  the  Sum  of  191/.  for  Damages  recovered  in  an  Action  for  Slander? 

It  was  settled  by  my  Solicitor,  Mr.  Wigley,  of  Pickett  Street. 

You  were  imprisoned  Nine  Months,  were  not  you  ? 
I  was  there  only  Three  Months. 

For  what  were  you  ordered  to  be  imprisoned  for  Nine  Months  ? 

For  Defamation.  I  obtained  my  Certificate  under  my  Commission  in  less 
Time  than  Bankrupts  generally  do ;  but  the  Docket  was  struck  before  they 
oould  obtain  final  Judgment,  consequentlv  my  Certificate  did  not  clear  me. 
I  had  no  other  Resource  than  to  pay  the  Money,  or  be  arrested.  I  was 
arrested,  and  took  the  Benefit  of  the  Act,  and  was  adjudged  to  Nine  Months 
Imprisonment.  About  Three  Months  after  that  the  Plaintifi*  called  upon  me, 
and  said  he  would  compromise  with  me  for  a  certain  Sum ;  I  forget  what  I 
paid  that,  and  was  discharged. 

When  was  that? 

That  must  have  been  in  the  Year  1825  or  1826  j  I  think  1826. 

Was  that  before  you  set  up  Business  at  all  ? 

No  J  I  had  been  in  Business  in  Bermondsey  Street,  and  on  my  being 
arrested  my  Business  was  disposed  of. 

Then  you  went  to  live  in  the  Kent  Road  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  did  you  live  in  the  Kent  Road? 
About  Seven  Years  or  Eight  Years. 

lo  Then 
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Then  you  say  you  left  it  partly  on  account  of  your  Healthy  and  partly  on  Mi:.J.R.  Ward. 

account  of  the  Business  not  succeeding  ?  — — — 

Yes ;  and  I  bad  a  great  deal  to  do  with  discounting  Bills,  which  did  me  a 
great  deal  of  Injury. 

How  came  you  to  have  a  great  deal  to  do  in  discounting  Bills  ? 
I  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  discounting  Bills  for  Persons. 

Did  you  discount  Bills  for  other  Persons  ? 
Yes ;  and  had  Bills  discounted  for  myself. 

Was  it  mutual  Accommodation  ? 
Not  altogether  that. 

Did  you  make  a  Practice  of  discounting  Bills  yourself^  and  provide  the 
Money  for  discounting  them  ? 
I  did. 

And  you  lost  Money  by  that? 

Indeed,  I  did.  That  and  ill  Health  obliged  me  to  leave,  or  I  had  the  best 
Practice,  perhaps,  of  any  Man  in  the  Old  Kent  Road. 

Was  your  Practice  confined  to  the  Kent  Road  ? 
No,  nothing  like  it. 

In  what  Part  of  the  Kent  Road  did  you  live  ? 
In  Nelson  Place. 

Is  that  in  the  Kent  Road,  or  turning  out  of  it  ? 

It  is  in  the  Beginning  of  the  Kent  Road,  opposite  the  Deaf  and  Dumb 
Asylum. 

You  were  discharged  under  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Act  only  a  short  Time 
before  that,  were  you  ? 

No ;  I  think  at  least  Seven  or  Eight  Years  before  thaU  I  compromised  and 
paid  a  certain  Sum  to  be  released. 

Did  you  not  deliver  up  all  your  Property  to  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court? 
I  had  no  Property  to  deliver  up. 

Did  not  you  deliver  up  14/.  as  the  whole  of  your  Property? 

I  will  not  swear  that  I  did  not.  Your  Lordship  has  quite  the  Advantage  of 
me ;  I  know  nothing  about  it.  If  there  is  such  a  Thing  it  must  be  owing  to 
my  Solicitor  not  having  withdrawn  the  Record. 

Who  is  your  Solicitor  ? 

Henry  Rudolph  Wigley  of  Pickett  Street,  Strand. 

Is  he  living  there  now  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

That  is  the  Record  of  the  Court? 

Then  the  Record  is  wrong ;  it  is  not  the  Fact. 

You  possess  no  Legal  Knowledge  or  Information  ? 
No. 

Do  you  know  the  Process  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

It  is  stated  that  you  were  sent  to  the  Queen's  Bench  Prison  on  the  24th  of 
January  1829,  is  that  so? 

It  must  be  in  1829^  then,  I  should  say. 

You  stated  before  that  it  was  1825  or  1826 ;  then  it  is  stated  that  you  went 
before  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court,  on  your  Petition,  on  the  15th  of  April  1829, 
and  were  remanded  for  Nine  Calendar  Months  within  the  Walls,  under  the 
Forty.ninth  Section  of  the  Act,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Thomas,  but  that  you 
settled  with  the  Plaintiff,  and  were  discharged  in  consequence  the  7th  of  July 
following ;  that  is  the  Statement  ? 

That  must  be  correct  then. 

(151.31.)  7  B  2  Then 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.        Then  there  is  a  Copy  of  the  Record :  **  Discharged  after  Nine  Calendar 

-— ^ Months  Custody  within  the  Walls  of  the  Prison  at  the  Suit  of  John  Thomas, 

late  of  Earl  Street,  Lisson  Grove,  Paddington,  Middlesex,  being  indebted  to 
him  in  the  Sum  of  191/.  for  Damages  recovered  in  an  Action  for  Slander. 
Amount  of  Property  belonging  to  himself,  Wife,  and  Child,  14/.  9^.  6(/."? 

Then  that  contradicts  itself;  it  says  I  was  discharged  in  July,  having  been 
remanded  in  April ;  then  how  could  I  have  remained  Nine  Calendar  Months? 

You  were  sentenced  to  Nine  Calendar  Months,  and  were  discharged  after 
Three  Months  in  consequence  of  settling  with  Plaintiff? 
Yes. 

The  Statement  is,  *'  He  was  taken  first  to  the  Queen's  Bench  Prison  the 
24th  of  January  1829,  and  went  before  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Courts  on  his 
Petition,  15th  April  1829,  and  was  remanded  for  Nine  Calendar  Months  within 
the  Walls,  under  the  Forty-ninth  Section  of  the  Act,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Thomas,  but  he  settled  with  the  Plaintiff,  and  was  discharged  in  consequence 
the  7th  of  July  following'*? 

Yes  ;  that  is  correct,*  I  dare  say. 

For  what  were  you  remanded  for  Nine  Months  ? 
For  the  Damages. 

What  Reason  did  they  give  for  not  discharging  you  immediately  ? 
Because  it  was  an  Action  for  personal  Defamation. 

The  Amount  was  191/.  ? 
Yes. 

After  you  got  out  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court  you  became  a  Bank- 
rupt  ? 

No ;  I  was  a  Bankrupt  before  that,  my  Commission  having  been]  taken  out 
only  Three  Days  previous  to  their  obtaining  final  Judgment.  My  Certificate 
would  not  clear  me  of  that  individual  Creditor. 

What  do  you  mean  by  discounting  Bills  ? 

I  have  discounted  Bills  when  I  have  seen  an  Opportunity  to  give  me  a  good 
Remuneration. 

How  long  after  you  were  discharged  from  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Court? 
That  is  only  a  Thing  of  late  Years  j  I  suppose  Two  Years  ago. 

What  do  you  mean  by  discounting  Bills  j  did  you  ever  give  the  Value  of  any? 
I  believe  1  can  bring  forward  many  Hundreds  who  have  had  Bills  discounted 
by  my  own  Money. 

Are  you  the  Son  of  a  Person  of  the  Name  of  Ward  who  formerly  lived  in 
Wellclose  Square  ? 

Not  to  the  best  of  my  Belief. 

Is  your  Father  living  ? 
He  is. 

What  is  he? 

He  is  on  the  Continent. 

What  was  he  by  Profession  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  he  is  any  particular  Profession. 

He  lives  upon  his  Means  ? 

He  lives  upon  some  little  Means  which  he  has. 

How  long  did  you  continue  this  Practice  of  discounting  Bills  ? 
Not  a  very  long  Time. 

You  found  it  not  a  very  profitable  Concern  ? 

No. 

You  were  not   practising  anywhere  when    you  were   appointed   to  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 
No  J  I  had  my  Name  upon  my  Door  at  Newcastle. 

How 
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How  long  before  that  had  you  practised  ?  Mr.  J.  R.  Ward. 

I  bad  only  just  left  London.  ■—  • 

Did  you  practise  till  you  left  London  ? 
Yes,  for  Twelve  or  Fourteen  Years. 

In  that  Practice  you  acquired  the  Money  to  become  a  Discounter  of  Bills  ? 
Yes ;  I  made  a  great  deal  of  Money  in  my  Profession. 

In  Bermondsey  Street  ? 

No ;  I  lost  that  I  had  made  there ;  it  was  in  the  Old  Kent  Road  I  discounted 
Bills. 

How  long  were  you  there  ^ 

I  think  I  must  have  been  about  Seven  or  Eight  Years  there. 

When  did  you  go  to  live  in  the  Kent  Road  ? 

Immediately  after  I  had  settled  with  my  Creditor^  Thomas. 

That  must  have  been  in  1829  ? 
Yes ;  it  must  have  been  late  in  1829* 

Since  you  left  the  Kent  Road  you  have  been  at  Newcastle^  and  then  at 
Bridgwater? 

I  was  at  Newcastle  only  Two  or  Three  Months,  and  at  Bridgwater  about  a 
Twelvemonth. 

Then  it  must  have  been  Fifteen  Months  since  you  left  the  Kent  Road} 
you  cannot  have  been  there  above  Six  or  Seven  Years  at  the  Outside  ? 
Your  Lordship  must  be  correct. 

Do  you  know  the  Medical  Men  in  the  Kent  Road  ? 
Yes,  all  of  them. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Kent  ? 

Mr.  Kent  has  left,  and  Mr.  Muriel.  My  Certificates  will  prove  that  I 
have  met  all  the  important  Men  in  my  Profession  ;  the  Men  who  kept  Shops 
I  may  not  have  met ;  I  have  bben  called  in  to  assist  them  when  they  had 
difficult  Cases. 

Do  you  know  a  Gentleman  of  the  Name  of  Kent? 

Yes }  he  has  long  retired  from  the  Profession  j  before  I  entered  it. 

Were  you  ever  called  in  by  him  ? 
Never,  nor  by  his  Partner  Mr.  Muriel. 

Where  did  he  live  ? 

At  the  Foot  of  London  Bridge. 

Is  not  there  a  Mr.  Kent  practising  there  now  ? 

No ;  I  think  I  may  say  I  am  positive  he  is  not  living  there  now. 

Do  not  you  know  that  there  is  a  Mr.  Kent  practising  there  now  to  a  very 
great  Extent  ? 

No ;  I  have  not  the  slightest  Recollection  of  such  a  Name  there  now. 

When  was  it  that  the  Paupers  were  removed  from  the  old  to  the  new 
Workhouse  ? 

At  Christmas  last ;  a  Day  or  Two  before  or  after  Christmas  Day. 

Aft;er  the  Paupers  were  removed  to  the  new  House  had  you  Fever  in  the 
House  at  all  ? 

We  had  shortly  after. 

What  Sort  of  Fever, was  it  ? 
It  was  of  a  typhoid  Character. 

That  is  Typhus,  is  it  not  ? 
Typhus,  when  established. 

There  are  different  Descriptions  of  Fever  referred  to  in  your  Book  ? 
Yes ;  not  Half  as  many  as  there  are. 
(151.31.)  7  B  3  Why 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.       Why  do  you  make  those  Remarks  ? 
—— —  A  Famphlet  has  been  written  by  one  who  knows  nothing  about  Fevers,  and 

that  is  my  Reason  ;  I  must  answer  his  Observations. 

Who  is  that? 
Mn  Bowen« 

You  put  them  under  Fever,  Fever  Simple,  Inflammatory  Fever,  Scarlet 
Fever,  Fever  with  Eruptions,  Fever  with  Cough,  Fever  with  Debility,  Fever 
with  great  Debility,  Typhus  Fever,  Putrid  Fever }  had  you  all  those  in  the 
House  at  once  ? 

No ;  it  is  well  known  that  Fever  passes  through  divers  Forms  accordiog  to 
the  System* 

Were  there  several  as  to  whom  it  passed  through  those  Stages,  and  at  last 
fell  into  the  typhoid  Character? 

Yes ;  but  more  as  to  whom  it  passed  off  by  Retolution* 

Was  there  a  Person  brought  in  at  the  Beginning  of  that  Time  that  had  any 
inflammatory  Fever  upon  him  ? 

There  was  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Breffit  came  in  who  laboured  under  Fever 
when  he  was  admitted. 

What  Sort  of  Fever  had  that  Man ;  had  he  the  Typhus  Fever  before  he 
came  in  ? 
Decidedly  j  he  was  worn  down  by  Care  and  Want  of  Food. 

What  was  that  Man? 
He  was  a  Vagrant. 

Who  sent  him  in  ?  Did  he  come  in  with  an  Order  flrom  the  Board,  or  was 
he  taken  in  as  an  Act  of  urgent  Necessity  ? 

As  an  Act  of  Necessity,  I  believe ;  not  an  Order  from  the  Board. 

Do  you  know  that  ? 

No,  not  sufficiently  to  state  it  positively. 

Who  admits  Paupers  on  urgent  Necessity  j  is  it  the  Governor  ? 
Yes,  I  believe  so. 

Who  was  the  Governor  at  that  Time? 
Gover. 

You  say  he  had  Typhus  Fever  upon  him  at  the  Time  ? 
He  had. 

Was  this  in  the  old  Workhouse  or  the  new  ? 

It  was  in  the  old  House ;  I  doubt  whether  he  was  ever  in  the  new  House; 
he  recovered. 

Who  keeps  that  Book  you  have  iti  your  Hand ;  is  it  your  Business  to  keep  it? 
It  is ;  it  is  kept  by  my  clinical  Clerk. 

Who  kept  the  Mortuary  ? 

I  believe  the  Governor  has  a  Book  called  the  Death  Book,  in  which  he  enters 
the  Deaths  and  the  Names  of  the  Diseases  of  which  they  die. 

Have  you  a  Book  in  which  you  enter  the  Diseases  of  which  they  die  ? 
I  have  a  Quarterly  Book  in  which  I  enter  them.     He  is  entered  convalesceot, 
and  discharged  on  the  14th  of  December. 

Do  you  remember  who  it  was  that  nursed  him  ? 
No. 

How  soon  after  he  came  in  did  you  see  him  ? 
I  believe  immediately. 

In  what  sort  of  State  was  he  ? 

He  was  in  the  worst  of  States. 

Was  he  lousy  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  lousy,  for  it  was  not  my  Place  to  examine 
into  that.  I  examined  his  State,  and  found  him  not  labouring  under  cutaneous 
Disease,  but  under  the  middle  Stage  of  typhoid  Fever. 

Were 
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Were  you  in  the  habit  of  putting  Pkupers  who  came  in  into  the  Warm     Mr.j.R.WartU 
Bath  ?  ' 

I  desire  them  to  be  always  well  cleansed. 

Had  this  Man  been  in  the  Bath  before  you  saw  him  ? 

I  think  not.    I  think  I  saw  him  immediately  on  his  coming  in. 

He  appeared  free  from  cutaneous  Disease  ? 

Yes;  but  labouring  under  the  middle  Stage  of  typhoid  Fever. 

Brought  on  by  low  Living  ? 

Yes,  and  sleeping  in  the  open  Air ;  drinking,  and  Exposure  to  the  Weather ; 
there  were  many  exciting  Causes. 

Rowsell  nursed  BreflSt,  did  not  he  ? 
I  believe  he  did. 

Did  he  catch  the  Fever  from  him  ? 

No ;  no  such  Thing.    I  will  swear  he  did  not. 

Had  you  any  Persons  after  that  in  the  House  who  had  Putrid  Fever  ? 
Several  Females,  who  never  came  near  that  Mau,  as' well  as  Males. 

You  can  undertake  to  say  he  did  not  introduce  any  infectious  Disease  into 
the  House  ? 
Yes. 

What  is  Encephalitis  ? 

An  inflammatory  Affection  of  a  particular  Portion  of  the  Brain. 

Do  you  keep  the  Register  of  Deaths  ? 
No ;  that  is  kept  by  the  Governor. 

Do  you  put  the  Diseases  of  which  they  die  to  it  ? 

No  ;  I  do  that  occasionally  ;  it  is  his  Business  to  do  it ;  but  I  do  it 
occasionally  when  he  has  not  Time. 

If  a  Man  dies  in  the  Workhouse  do  you  report  what  he  dies  of? 
I  do  in  my  weekly  Report 

Have  you  done  that  with  respect  to  William  Gill  ? 

It  is  usual  for  me  to  do  so;  but  I  am  deprived  of  a  Book  To-day  in  which 
i  have  made  a  great  many  Entries,  which  Mr.Underdown  has  left  at  his 
Lodgings. 

Have  you  made  any  Return  of  the  Cause  of  Death  ? 

I  have  not ;  for  this  Reason :  I  intended  to  submit  his  Body  to  a  post- 
mortem Examination.  I  did  so ;  it  having  been  reported  that  he  had  taken 
Poison  on  account  of  injured  Pride  in  putting  on  the  Workhouse  Clothes.  I 
resolved  to  ascertain  that  Point ;  and  on  examining  his  Body  I  found  no 
Poison,  or  any  thing  like  Poison,  either  Mineral  or  Vegetable,  taken,  but  that 
he  had  laboured  for  many  Years  under  an  inflammatory  Affection  of  the 
arterial  System. 

What  is  your  Reason  for  not  entering  the  Disorder  ? 
I  bad  not  ascertained  the  Nature  of  the  Disease. 

Do  you  mean  that  you  had  not  ascertained  the  Nature  of  the  Disease  when 
Mr.  Bowen  came  and  looked  at  the  Book  ? 

That  is  the  Case ;  I  had  not  made  up  my  Mind. 

Have  you  entered  it  now  ? 

I  really  am  not  able  to  say  without  reference  to  the  Book. . 

It  appears  to  be  entered  ^*  Inflammation  of  the  Bowels'*  ? 

His  immediate  Death  was  occasioned  by  an  Inflammation  of  the  Bowels. 

You  enter  the  immediate  Cause  of  Death  ? 

I  mention  the  Disease  on  the  first  Outset,  and  it  frequently  runs  into  many 
Stages,  according  to  their  System  of  Body. 

If  he  died  from  Inflammation  of  the  Bowels  you  must  have  known  it  at  the 
Time  of  his  Death? 
I  wanted  to  know  whether  it  arose  from  taking  Poison. 
(151.31.)  7  B  4  You 
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Mr.J.R.Ward.        You   must   havc  knowD   that  Inflammation  was  the   proximate  Cause  of 

; — -         Death  ? 

Yes,  no  Doubt  I  did. 

Why  did  you  not  enter  it  at  the  Time  ? 

I  wanted  to  know  whether  the  Man  was  actually  the  Cause  of  his  own  Death 
or  it  had  pleased  Providence  to  remove  him. 

How  long  did  it  take  you  before  you  knew  that? 
It  took  me  to  the  Day  after. 

Why  did  not  you  enter  it  the  Day  after,  when  you  did  know  it? 
Because  the  Book  was  not  made  up  to  the  End  of  the  Week. 

Do  you  know  in  whose  Handwriting  these  Words  **  Inflammation  of  the 
Bowels"  are  in  the  Book  ? 
I  believe  the  Governor's. 

That  was  Gover  ? 

fes. 

Whose  Writing  is  this  in  the  Medical  Book  ? 
I  believe  that  to  be  my  own. 

Whose  is  that  other  Entry  ? 
My  own. 

Do  you  keep  this  Book  ? 

It  is  not  all  my  own,  it  is  part  my  Clerk's.  That  Pige  appears  to  be  all  in 
my  own  Handwriting. 

Have  not  you  the  Medical  Return  for  December  before  you  ? 
Yes,  I  have. 

Have  the  goodness  to  see  on  what  Day  William  Gill  died  ? 

William  Gill  is  entered  as  coming  under  my  Attendance  the  4th,  5th,  6th, 
and  7th  of  December,  under  which  I  have  not  made  the  Entry  of  the  Disease, 
my  Mind  not  having  been  sufficiently  made  up  to  enter  it. 

Is  there  at  the  present  Moment  any  Entry  of  the  Cause  of  his  Death  in  that 
Book  ? 

He  was  under  me  only  a  few  Days. 

Is  there  in  the  Book  before  you  any  Entry  of  the  Cause  of  that  Man's 
Death  ? 

No,  there  is  not. 

His  Death  took  place  on  the  7th  of  December  ? 
It  must  have  taken  place  on  that  Day. 

Is  it  not  usual  for  you  to  state  the  Cause  of  Death  ? 
Yes ;  that  is  my  usual  Course. 

Can   you  give  any  Reason  why   the  Cause  of  that  Man's  Death  is  not 
entered  ? 
Not  the  slightest  Reason  whatever ;  it  must  have  been  an  Error. 

You  keep  the  Register  of  Sickness  from  one  Quarter  to  another  ? 
Yes. 

From  what  Book  do  you  enter  that  in  the  Medical  Report  ? 

From  the  Book  before  me ;  but  I  had  so  much  Doubt  about  this  Man's 
Malady  ;  he  had  Constipation  of  the  Bowels  of  a  most  troublesome  Character; 
1  treated  him  for  that ;  and  as  soon  as  I  got  the  Man's  Bowels  open  I  thought 
he  would  do  well. 

At  what  Period  did  you  make  up  that  Book  ? 
In  January. 

You  state  that  that  Book  is  made  up  from  the  Book  before  you  ;  how  came 
there  to  be  a  Cause  of  Death  in  this  Book,  which  purports  to  be  from  the 
other,  and  yet  not  in  the  other  ? 

I  am  happy  to  inform  your  Lordships  I  never  had  a  Patient  but  I  made  an 
^ntry  respecting  the  Nature  of  the  Complaint. 
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You  say  that  Book  is  made  up  from  the  other  which  lies  before  you  ?  Mr.  j.  r.  Ward. 

Yes,  generally  it  is  so.  .— .— ...^ 

How  came  the  Cause  of  Death  to  be  stated  in  the  one  Book,  and  not  in  the 
other  ? 

That  is  so  trifling  an  Error  that  I  think  your  Lordships  will  overlook  it ;  I 
have  made  it  in  my  Quarterly  Return  from  my  Note  Book. 

That  is  not  a  proper  Copy,  then,  of  that  Book  ? 
I  had  private  Notes. 

Is  it  a  Copy  from  that  Book  ? 

Not  altogether,  but  it  is  in  a  great  Measure  from  this. 

How  could  you  fill  up  this  from  that,  if  you  put  an  Entry  into  this  which 
does  not  appear  in  that  ? 

It  is  from  a  private  Note  Book. 

Where  is  that  private  Note  Book  ? 
I  have  not  it  by  me  at  present. 

Where  is  it  ? 

It  is  at  home  at  Bridgwater.  Mr.  Underdown  has  also  a  Book  which  he  has 
lefl  at  home,  from  which  I  could  obtain  much  Information. 

William  Gill  is  said  to  have  died  of  Inflammation  of  the  Bowels,  &c.  ? 

Yes.  He  was  a  Mass  of  Disease :  his  Liver  was  deranged  and  dreadfully 
diseased  ;  his  Kidneys  were  highly  deranged  and  diseased ;  his  Bowels  were 
highly  inflamed,  and  had  entered  into  the  sloughing  State. 

Did  that  Disease  appear  to  have  been  the  Cause  of  his  Death  ? 

The  immediate  Cause  of  his  Death  was  the  Inflammation  in  his  Bowels. 

Were  you  obliged  to  make  a  post-mortem  Examination  of  him  then  before 
you  could  ascertain  whether  it  was  Inflammation  of  the  Bowels  ? 

No,  not  exactly  that ;  but  I  was  more  satisfied  oii  making  a  post-mortem 
Examination.  I  could  give  more  Information  about  William  Gill.  The  post- 
mortem Examination  of  this  Man  exposed  a  Mass  of  Disease  under  which  he 
must  have  been  suffering  for  many  Years. 

From  what  Paper  do  you  read  that  ? 
From  my  own  private  Notes. 

You  put  down  Inflammation  of  the  Bowels  as  the  immediate  Cause  of  his 
Death? 

As  the  proximate  Cause. 

Mary  Stagg  is  stated  to  have  died  of  Consumption  ? 

Yes,  she  died  on  the  Sd  of  November ;  she  was  found  labouring  under 
Peritonitis,  a  Disease  common  after  Parturition. 

That  has  something  to  do  with  the  Womb  ? 

Yes.  She  was  admitted  shortly  before  in  a  most  beastly  State ;  she  was  brought 
in  in  a  dying  State.     I  said  she  had  no  Right  to  be  brought  in. 

What  had  that  to  do  with  Consumption  ? 

For  this  Reason,  —  it  debilitated  her  already  debile  Systetn. 

How  long  was  she  in  ? 

She  died  in  less  than  One  Month  after  she  was  admitted. 

Had  she  an  Attack  of  the  Chest  before  she  came  in  ? 
No  Doubt  latent  Mischief  must  have  existed  some  Years  by  the  Appearance 
of  the  Body ;  she  was  much  emaciated  before  she  was  admitted. 

If  it  was  not  apparent,  the  Consumption  must  have  been  very  trifling  indeed  ? 

Your  Lordships  will  often  find,  on  Observation,  that  while  rersons  are  preg- 
nant Disease  becomes  dormant,  and  immediately  after  Parturition  the  Disease 
makes  rapid  Progress. 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.        It  appears  to  have  been  some  Time  before  the  Cause  of  Death  was  entered 
— —       in  that  Case  in  the  Obituary  ? 

It  is  filled  up  from  one  Quarter  to  anothen    She  died  from   Lung  Disease, 

not  the  Disease  for  which  she  was  admitted.  I  have  made  a  Note :  "  Complaint, 

Lung  Disease/' 

When  was  that  Memorandum  made  ? 
On  the  Sd  of  November. 

Is  that  your  Writing  ? 
Yes. 

Martha  Sellick,  it  appears,  died  on  the  13th  of  November ;  of  what  did  she 
die? 

She  died  from  Water  on  the  Chest.  She  went  off  under  a  very  few  Days 
Treatment ;  she  was  a  very  old  Woman. 

Edward  Pollard  ? 
Fever. 

Was  that  Putrid  Fever? 

It  became  Putrid  Fever,  I  believe..  He  died  the  21st  of  November.  That 
was  the  first  Case  of  Putrid  Fever,  I  believe,  which  we  had  in  the  old  House. 

Did  James  Rowsell  die  of  Fever,  or  did  he  not? 

He  did  not  die  of  Fever ;  he  died  from  an  old  Brain  Disease,  which  had  such 
a  powerful  £ffect  on  the  Bladder  and  the  Kidneys  that  they  were  paralysed 
before  his  Death. 

John  Breffit  had  Congestion  of  the  Brain  ? 
He  had. 

That  is  not  an  infectious  Disorder  ? 

No ;  Determination  to  one  of  the  particular  Organs.  Each  Part  of  the  cerebral 
Mass  performs  different  Functions. 

John  BreflSt  had  Fever  upon  him  ? 
Yes,  he  had. 

That,  you  say,  was  of  a  typhoid  Character  ? 

Yes. 

Did  those  Men  who  attended  him  die  of  the  Fever  under  which  he 
laboured  ? 

If  I  was  asked  whether  that  Man  died  from  the  same  Disease  Breffit  laboured 
under,  I  should  say,  No ;  for  that  Man  laboured  under  a  cerebral  Disease.  He 
is  reported  before  my  Time  as  labouring  under  that ;  he  had  a  low  muttering, 
he  was  a  little  paralysed,  and  his  Mouth  was  a  little  on  one  Side,  showing  there 
was  Mischief  in  the  Brain.. 

There  was  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Jarman  also  ? 
I  believe  I  went  through  his  Case  on  Friday. 

He  is  stated  to  have  died  of  Determination  of  Blood  to  the  Head  ? 
He  died  from  more  important  Mischief  than  that. 

How  came  it  to  be  entered  in  that  Way  then  ^ 
Because  it  was  in  that  State  he  died. 

What  is  Hemiplegia  ? 

A  paralytic  State  of  the  Body,  One  Half  of  the  Body  gone ;  and  he  was  in 
that  beastly  Condition ;  his  Mind  was  totally  gone  before  he  died ;  he  ate  his 
feculent  Matter }  he  took  it  up  in  his  Hands  and  chewed  ir,  and  imagined  it 
was  something  very  nice,  I  suppose,  which  is  common  in  that  Disease. 

The  Diseases  have  been  generally  filled  up  since  the  Names  were  entered? 
Not  by  me  j  that  has  been  the  Case,  to  the  best  of  my  Belief. 

You  account  for  that  in  a  certain  Degree,  by  saying  you  did  not  always 
enter  the  Cause  of  Death  because  you  were  anxious  to  make  up  your  Miod  ? 

Yes }  to  have  an  Examination  y  and  H  was  not  filled  up  till  I  had  made  up  my 
Mind. 

You 
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You  stated  that  the  Obituary  was  filled  up  at  the  End  of  Three  Months  ?  ^^*^*  ^  ^<^rd. 

[t  might  be  at  the  End  of  Three  Months,  or  less ;  it  was  a  considerable  Time      

after  the  Death  sometimes. 

You  are  quite  positive  that  at  the  Time  those  Deaths  took  place  so  near  to 
each  other,  from  the  28th  of  November  to  the  14th  of  December,  there  was  no 
infectious  Disorder  in  the  House  ? 

No ;  and  I  would  say,  from  every  Man's  Observation  it  must  be  known 
that  a  greater  Number  of  old  Men  die,  as  will  be  seen  by  Memorials  of  public 
Characters,  from  November  to  January  than  at  any  other  Period. 

Some  of  them  were  not  old  People  ;  Martha  Sellick  was  only  Fifty-five,  and 
there  are  several  others  much  younger  ? 

I  think  all  the  old  People  died  about  this  Period ;  none  have  died  lately. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  there  was  no  Putrid  Fever  in  the  House  ? 

There  was  a  Putrid  Fever  in  the  House,  but  it  was  not  the  actual  Putrid 
Fever  from  Infection  in  its  first  State ;  it  had  run  from  Inflammatory  Fever  into 
the  Typhoid. 

Is  not  that  called  Putrid  Fever  ? 

We  mean  Putrid  Fever  when  it  comes  in  a  different  Manner,  with  putrid 
Spots,  high  Delirium,  Sordes  about  the  Teeth  and  Tongue,  which  is  Typhus 
gravior  or  mitior. 

Is  not  the  Typhus  Fever  infectious  ? 
It  is  in  certain  Stages. 

It  is  Typhus  gravior  or  mitior  ? 

Yes }  one  is  Nervous  Fever,  the  other  is  Putrid  Fever  j  the  same  Fever  becomes 
putrid  from  its  Origin. 

What  is  mitior  ? 

That  is  a  nervous  Fever,  which  is  milder. 

You  say  there  was  Typhus  Fever  in  the  House  at  that  Time  ? 
Typhus  Fever  not  of  a  contagious  Character. 

Is  not  Typhus  Fever  always  contagious  ? 

Typhus  Fever,  such  as  prevails  in  London^  is  Typhus  from  its  Origin,  but 
this  was  not  ^ 

-^upposing  a  Person  to  have  a  low  Fever  upon  him  which  becomes  Typhus, 
would  not  that  Typhus  be  infectious  ? 

It  might  be  the  same  as  all  putrid  Diseases  are  in  their  last  Stages. 

You  are  still  able  to  say  that  during  that  Time  there  was  no  infectious  Fever 
in  the  House  ? 

There  might  have  been  infectious  Fevers,  as  some  Persons  call  them  ;  I  say 
there  is  no  such  Thing  as  Contagion. 

Infection  ? 

No ;  it  is  the  same  Term  ;  it  is  only  under  certain  Circumstances ;  it  will  be, 
under  certain  Circumstances,  contagious. 

You  mean  to  say  there  is  no  such  Thing  as  Contagion  or  Infection  ? 
Unless  there  is  a  Pre-disposition  in  the  Body  of  those  coming  in  contact 

All  we  hear  of  infectious  or  contagious  Fever  in  Hospitals  is  nothing  but 
that  there  are  a  certain  Number  of  Persons  in  those  Hospitals  who  have  a 
Pre-disposition  ? 

That  is  quite  correct,  and  a  most  reasonable  Way  of  explaining  Contagion. 

Is  not  that  a  Matter  of  great  Controversy  between  Medical  Men  ? 

It  is  so  said.  It  will  be  seen  very  shortly  that  there  is  no  such  Thing  as 
Contagion-  Your  Lordships  would  not  dare  to  go  into  a  Fever  Room  if  such 
was  a  Fact. 

Who  is  to  settle  it  ? 

I  suppose  the  Supreme  Power ;  no  Human  Being  can  settle  it. 
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Mr.j.R.fVard.        Was  there  no  Complaint  in  the  House  which  those  Persons  who  consider 
'  that  there  is  such  a  Thing  as  Infection,  would  consider  as  infectious  ? 

Not  from  its  original  Character. 

There  was  no  Disease  which  could  be  called  infectious  or  contagious  ? 
I  should  say  no. 

Neither  the  Typhus  Fever  nor  the  Putrid  Fever  were  contagious  ? 
No. 

The  Complaint  was  not  of  that  Character  or  Degree  which  could  be  considered, 
by  those  Persons  who  conceive  there  is  Infection,  to  be  infectious  ? 

Not  of  that  malignant  contagious  Character.  No  reasonable  Man  could  have 
considered  it  so. 

It  appears  that  John  Breffit  was  brought  in  with  this  Disease ;  do  you  know 
that  James  Rowsell  nursed  him  or  attended  him  ? 
I  do. 

Did  James  Rowsell  die  ? 
He  did. 

Did  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  George  Parrish  nurse  Rowsell  during  his 
Illness  ? 
Only  occasionally. 

Did  George  Parrish  die  shortly  afterwards  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

Of  what  did  George  Parrish  die  ? 
Pulmonary  Disease. 

He  had  no  Putrid  Fever  ? 
No,  nothing  like  it. 

What  do  you  say  Jarman  died  of? 

He  died  from  Hemiplegia ;  Half  the  Body  paralysed. 

Is  this  your  Entry,  *^  Died  from  Determination  of  Blood  to  the  Head  "? 
It  was  a  Determination  of  Blood  to  the  Head ;  the  unequal  Balance  of 
Blood  set  up  the  Disease  of  the  Brain. 

Why  did  you  state  a  fictitious  Cause  of  the  Disease,  not  the  real  Cause  ? 
I  have  not  an  Almighty  Power  j  I  cannot  know  what  shall  occur ;  1  have 
no  Means  of  looking  into  Futurity  when  a  Disease  appears. 

You  have  reported  that  he  died  of  Con^stion  of  the  Brain  ? 

Quite  so.  I  did  not  know  how  next  Week  he  might  be ;  but  I  found  that 
the  Determination  of  the  Blood  had  done  considerable  Mischief;  it  had 
destroyed  a  certain  Function  of  the  Brain. 

Did  you  not  know  this  before  you  made  this  Entry  ? 
No ;  I  have  no  Omnipotent  Power. 

But  you  have  put  that  as  the  immediate  Cause  of  his  Death  ? 

It  was  the  Destruction  of  an  immediate  Portion  of  the  cerebral  Mass,  I 
did  not  open  him  to  ascertain  that,  but  I  know  it  from  other  Cases  which  have 
fallen  under  my  Observation. 

One  Man,  Starkey,  it  is  stated,  died  from  no  Disease  ? 
I  saw  that  Man  many  Times ;  he  had  a  Determination  of  Blood  to  the 
Head ;  he  died  at  last  from  no  Disease. 

Why  did  you  state  that  he  died  of  no  Disease? 

He  died  a  natural  Death ;  he  lay  down  without  a  Groan  or  Symptom  of 
Disease. 

What  was  his  Age? 

He  was  either  Ninety-eight  or  Eighty-nine. 

He  appears  to  have  been  Eighty-five  ? 

That  is  a  Time  when  every  Man  ought  to  have  sunk  into  his  Grave  in  the 
ordinary  Course  of  Nature. 

s  Had 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.      1125 

Had  he  no  previous  Illness  at  all  ?                                                                      ^^'  J-  ^-  ^'"•^• 
Yes ;  he  certainly  was  under  my  Care  in  April.  

Will  you  refer  to  your  Medical  Book  under  the  Date  of  the  4th  of 
December  ? 

He  had  a  Leg  Disease ;  an  extensive  ulcerated  Disorder  of  the  Leg,  which 
was  fortunately  kept  open,  but  as  soon  as  it  was  healed  he  died.  There  appears 
to  be  no  Entry  against  his  Name  on  the  4th  of  December. 

When  did  he  die  ? 

From  the  1st  of  December  to  the  12th  there  is  an  Entry  of  his  Name,  "  No 
Disease '*  entered  against  it. 

Is  that  the  Sick  Book  ? 
Yes. 

Why  was  he  entered  in  the  Sick  Book  if  he  had  no  Disease  ? 

Because  I  was  watching  him.  He  wanted  merely  watching  and  Nourishment. 

He  is  entered  here,  "  Old  Age ;  Treatment— Nutrition'*  ? 

Yes  ;  not  labouring  under  Disease ;  he  wanted  Nutrition  merely.  The 
Entry  I  have  here  is  that  he  had  a  Leg  extensively  ulcerated  at  my  taking 
Office,  which  was  cured,  and  he  enjoyed  Health  for  some  Length  of  Time 
afterwards. 

Latterly  he  sank  from  old  Age  ? 

Yes. 

The  only  Thing  you  did  was  to  order  him  something  more  nourishing  ? 
Nutrition  and  Warmth.     I  watched  him  the  same  as  if  he  was  under  my 
Care,  labouring  under  Disease ;  every  Attention  was  paid  him. 

Had  you  a  Woman  named  Charlotte  Allen  under  your  Care  ? 
I  had. 

What  has  been  the  Matter  with  her  ? 

I  will  read  my  Observation  when  I  first  saw  her. 

When  did  you  first  see  her  ? 

I  first  saw  her  on  the  21st  of  February  last.  This  is  a  Certificate  that  I  had 
examined  Charlotte  Allen. 

To  whom  is  that  directed  ? 
To  the  Board  of  Guardians. 

Were  you  directed  to  examine  her  ? 

I  was  requested  by  the  Board  to  examine  her,  signed  by  Four  Guardians,  of 
whom  Three  were  Magistrates,  being  Visiting  Guardians  :  George  Warry, 
Richard  S.  Starkie,  T.  W.  Inman,  George  Brown.  I  believe  they  are  all  Four 
Magistrates. 

You  examined  her  Person  ? 

I  examined  her  professionally,  personally.  "  This  is  to  certify  that  I  have 
examined  Charlotte  Allen,  a  Pauper  of  Nether  Stowey,  and  found  her  labouring 
under  Hysteria." 

What  is  Hysteria  ? 

Very  common  in  fashionable  Life  from  some  little  external  Cause. 

Do  you  mean  Hysterics  ? 

Yes }  but  of  a  more  complicated  Character.  "  Hysteria  of  a  very  complicated 
Character,  depending  upon  an  occasionally  functionally  disordered  Condition 
of  the  cerebral  and  uterine  Systems  j  but  no  Prolapsus  Uteri  or  Laceration  of 
the  Recto-vaginal  Septum,"  that  is  the  Party  Wall  between  the  Two  Organs, 
**  presented  itself.  Still  there  existed  considerable  Tenderness  of  the  genital 
Organs,  the  Result  of  chronic  Inflammation  of  the  Vagina.  Nothing,  however, 
appeared  in  her  Case  to  justify  a  Moment's  Supposition  of  her  being  incurable 
if  removed  to  an  Abode  well  ventilated  and  clean,  where  due  Attention  could 
be  paid  to  her  temporal  Necessities,  and  where  her  Mind  could  be  submitted 
to  proper  Discipline,  which  seems  entirely  wanting  in  her  present  Situation."' 
(151.31.)  7  C  3  Where 
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Where  was  she  ? 

She  was  in  a  nasty  Hovel  at  Nether  Stowey,  attended  by  her  Mother,  who 
appeared  to  rouse  her  Feelings  far  beyond  a  Parent. 

By  this  Report  it  should  appear  that  there  was  something  wrong  in  the 
Performance  of  the  Functions  of  the  cerebral  and  uterine  Systems  ? 
Yes. 

But  that  there  was  no  Prolapsus  Uteri  or  Laceration    of  the  Recto-vaginal 
Septum  ? 
Decidedly. 

Do  you  say,  upon  Examination  of  that  Woman,  that  there  was  no  LaceratioD 
of  the  Perinaeum  ? 
No ;  that  there  was  a  slight  Scratch  of  the  Fourchette. 

Of  course  you  know  what  a  Laceration  of  the  Perineum  is  ? 
Indeed  I  do ;  I  should  say  it  is  a  very  serious  Case. 

Was  there  no  Symptom  of  there  having  been  a  Laceration  of  the  Perinsum? 
Decidedly  not. 

Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say  that  ? 

I  do  sincerely  take  upon  myself  to  say  that  there  was  no  Laceration  of  the 
Recto-vaginal  Septum. 

There  was  no  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ? 

There  was  not ;  I  am  quite  convinced  there  was  nothing  more  than  a  mmple 
Scratch  of  the  Fourchette. 

Does  your  Statement  go  to  this,  that  there  was  no  actual  Perforation  of  the 
Septum  between  the  Rectum  and  the  Vagina  ? 
Decidedly. 

Or  simply  that  there  was  no  Injury  of  it? 
No  Injury  of  that  Organ. 

There  might  have  been  Injury  without  its  being  torn  asunder  ? 
There  might   have   been  Inflammation    of  its  mucous  Coat,  but  nothing 
further. 

You  are  positive  of  that  ? 
Quite  certain. 

You  swear  positively,  not  only  there  was  none  theD^  but  that  there  had 
been  none  after  her  Delivery  ? 

Then  it  must  have  been  done  by  some  unskilful  Hand,  not  the  Result  of 
Parturition. 

Supposing  a  Person  of  Medical  Skill  has  stated  that  there  was  Laceration  of 
the  Perinaeum,  are  you  still  so  satisfied  as  to  pronounce  it  as  your  Opinion 
that  there  was  not  ? 

Quite  so. 

You  place  your  Opinion  in  contradiction  to  theirs  ? 
Quite  so,  whoever  it  may  be. 

Have  you  known  Mr.  Standert  ? 

I  have  seen  him ;  I  have  called  upon  him  once. 

Are  you  to  be  understood  that  neither  before  you  saw  this  Woman,  nor 
when  you  saw  this  Woman,  there  had  been  any  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum? 
Certainly  ;  but  a  Scratch  of  the  Fourchette,  a  Membrane  of  great  Delicacy. 

What  is  the  Fourchette  ? 

A  mucous  Membrane — the  lining  Membrane ;  that  will  tear  in  any  Woman 
that '  is  very  delicately  made,  and  no  Injury  at  all  exist  after  a  Month. 

You  say  there  was  a  tearing  or  Laceration  of  this  delicate  Membrane^  but 
po  Laceration  of  the  Perinasum  ? 
That  is  what  I  say. 
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Would  any  Medical  Person  speaking  of  the  Laceration  of  this  mucous  Mem-  Mr.J.R.tVard. 

brane,  the  Fourchette,  have  called  it  a  Laceration  of  the  Perineum  ?  — — ■"" 

They  must  never  have  seen  extensive  Midwifery  to  call  it  so  j  they  must 
know  nothing  about  Midwifery. 

A  Person  who  knew  any  thing  about  Midwifery  would  never  call  this  a 
Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  ? 
No.  * 

With  respect  ta  the  Prolapsus  Uteri,  supposing  her  to  have  had  it  at  the 
Time  of  Birth,  that  would  not  appear  when  you  examined  her  ? 

No;  with  careful  Treatment  Prolapsus  Uteri  is  nothing;  it  is  returned 
immediately. 

Supposing  her  to  have  had  a  Prolapsus  Uteri  at  the  Time  of  the  Birth  of  the 
Child,  would  that  have  appeared  when  you  examined  her  ? 
Certainly ;  it  is  too  formidable  a  Disease  not  to  appear  in  a  slight  Degree. 

However  formidable  that  Disease  might  have  been  at  the  Time  it  took 
place,  supposing  the  Uterus  to  have  been  restored  to  its  natural  State,  could 
you  have  found  at  that  Time  whether  there  had  been  a  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 

Yes^  I  could^ 

Yoa  are  positive  of  that  ? 
I  am  quite  certain^ 

From  the  Examination  which  was  made  by  you,  you  are  quite  certain  there 
could  not  have  been  a  Prolapsus  Uteri  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  if  a  Prolapsus  Uteri  had  taken  place,  and  the  Uterus 
had  been  replaced  properly  in  the  Month  of  June  or  July,  in  the  following 
February  you  could  have  ascertained  whether  there  had  been  a  Prolapsus 
Ut^ri  Seven  Months  before  ? 

Decidedly. 

Several  Persons  have  sworn  that  they  felt  the  Protrusion  of  the  Uterus ;  they 
must  have  been  mistaken  in  that„  in  your  Opinion? 

Some  Women  have  such  an  immense  Length  of  Vagina  that  they  imagine  it 
is  the  Uterus  coming.  I  have  put  7,000  or  8,000  Women  to  Bed,  therefore  I 
have  felt  the  Vagina  of  a  great  Number. 

That  must  have  been  at  the  Rate  of  1,000  a  Year  ? 

Yes;  I  have  between  7,000  and  8,000;  I  have  that  Number  on  my 
Book. 

Still  you  say  that  Seven  Months  after  the  Birth,  supposing  the  Uterus  re- 
placed after  the  Prolapsus,  you  could  tell  whether  there  had  been  a  Prolapsus 
Uteri? 

Yes. 

Can  you  state  what  had  happened  to  this  Woman  ? 

She  must  have  laboured  from  Maltreatment  under  Vaginal  Inflammation; 

Do  you  mean  Maltreatment  at  the  Time  of  her  Delivery,  previous  to  it,  or 
subsequent  to  it? 
Subsequent  to  her  Delivery,  her  Case  being  mistaken. 

You  think  there  was  not  any  thing  wrong  on  the  Part  of  the  Midwife  who 
attended  her  ? 
Certainly  not.. 

It  must  have  been  Maltreatment  by  the  Medical  Man  afterwards? 
It  might  have  been  by  the  Nurse,  not  by  the  Medical  Man ;  from  Want  of 
Cleanliness  in  a  great  measure; 

Not  from  any  thing  which  happened  in  the  Course  of  Delivery? 
I   should    say   not  any    thing    which  occurred   during    the   Progress  of 
Delivery. 

Did  you  examine  the  Woman*  herself,  and  learn  from  her  how  she  had  gone 
through  her  Delivery? 
I  did. 
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Did  she  state  to  you  that  there  was  any  thing  after  her  Delivery  that 
appeared  to  come  down  ? 
Yes,  decidedly. 

What  was  that  ? 

I  should  say  it  was  a  Fold  of  the  Vagina  more  than  any  thing  else ;  and  that 
not  being  returned  it  has  been  the  Cause  of  an  Inflammation  of  that  Organ. 

What  is  the  Vagina  ? 

The  Passage.  In  sooie  Women  the  Rugae  is  so  extensive  you  may  imagine 
it  is  some  Organ. 

You  say  from  her  own  Account  of  the  Case  there  was  no  coming  down  of 
any  thing  ? 

From  her  own  Account  there  was  a  coming  down  of  something. — **  Charlotte 
Allen  delivered,  Friday  Evening  the  SOth  of  June,  by  Kitty  Walker,  after  a 
Labour  of  Eleven  Hours  only,  all  being  favourable  to  Parturition,  Imme- 
diately after  Parturition  felt  a  Fulness,  with  Pain ;  sent  for  Mr.  Ruddock, 
Monday,  Three  Days  after  her  Delivery,  who  did  not  arrive  until  Wednesday, 
on  which  Occasion  he  did  not  examine  her,  though  requested  so  to  do,  when 
she  complained  of  the  same  Pain  and  Fulness,  but  ordered  her  Fomentations. 
He  came  the  next  Day  and  examined  her,  and  did  something,  which  gave  her 
temporary  Relief;  did  not  see  her  again  for  Three  or  Four  Days  after;"  con. 
sequently  he  must  not  have  imagined  any  thing  of  any  great  Moment  was  the 
matter  with  her.  "  Still  in  great  Pain  when  he  called.  He  again  examined 
her  in  consultation  with  Mr.  King,  his  Partner ;  he  also  appeared  to  do  some- 
thing which  gave  her  Relief.  She  continued  in  this  State  about  a  Month, 
with  very  considerable  burning  Pain  in  the  Vagina.  After  Three  Months  she 
left  the  Room,  and  remained  up  for  a  Fortnight  or  more.'*  That  is  all  respect- 
ing  her.  Then  she  came  into  the  Bridgwater  Infirmary  of  the  Workhouse 
in  May.  It  is  as  well  to  remark  here,  the  Child  and  Placenta  all  came  with 
one  severe  Pain,  the  Midwife  still  protecting  the  Parts  from  Laceration  or 
Injury. 

Who  told  you  that? 

This  is  her  own  Examination.  It  is  common  for  the  Membranes  not  to 
rupture  when  Nature  accomplishes  the  Parturition.  We  are  frequently  in  the 
habit  of  rupturing  them,  but  when  Nature  accomplishes  it  she  throws  the 
whole  off. 

The  Placenta  is  the  After-birth  ? 

Yes ;  in  which  are  the  Blood  Vessels  which  nourish  the  Child  during  its 
Residence  in  the  Womb. 

That  generally  comes  away  soon  afterwards  ? 
Yes ;  immediately,  occasionally. 

She  told  you  the  Midwife  did  every  thing  right  ? 
Yes. 

Can  the  Testimony  of  this  Woman  with  her  first  Child  be  considered  worth 
a  good  deal  ? 

I  asked  her  what  the  Midwife  did. 

Did  she  tell  you  that  the  Midwife  assisted  her  in  those  last  Throes  ? 
She  did ;  that  she  protected  the  soft  Parts  from  Injury,  throwing  the  Head 
under  the  Arch,  where  it  had  nothing  to  lacerate. 

You  say  that  there  existed  considerable  Tenderness,  the  Result  of  chronic 
Inflammation  ? 

Yes  ;  there  had  been  Inflammation  from  immediately  after  Parturition,  I  say. 
Inflammation  on  account  of  the  Contraction  of  the  Vagina. 

Nothing  appeared,  you  say,  to  justify  a  Moment's  Supposition  of  her  being 
incurable  ? 

No ;  which  is  since  proved. 

Supposing  the  PerinsBuni  16  have  been  lacerated^  in  yom  Opinion  would  it 
have  been  a  difiicult  Case  to  effect  a  Cure,  in  that  Case  ? 
Difficult,  very  frequently;  sometimes  it  is  difficult  because  they  do  not  put 
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the  Woman  into  a  proper  Position,  or  the  Thing  cures  itdelf>  but  never  without    Mr.  J.  R.  Ward. 
leaving  a  Cicatrix — a  Mark.  

Was  there  any  Cicatrix  ? 

There  was  not  of  the  slightest  Moment. 

If  any  Medical  Person  has  stated  that  there  is  a  Cicatrix  existing  now^  and 
very  plain  to  be  perceived,  in  that  Case  should  you  alter  your  Opinion  ? 
No,  I  should  not 

You  would  say  that  he  was  wrong,  and  you  right? 

I  would  say  he  was  wrong  j  that  would  be  proved  to  be  so. 

What  would  prove  him  wrong  ? 

Because  the  most  prominent  Feature  of  Laceration  of  that  Part  is  this,  that 
the  Woman  could  not  relieve  her  Bladder  wiftiout  feculent  Matter  coming  also  j 
that  she  could  not  go  to  Stool  without  passing  Urine  also,  each  coming  through 
the  same  Passage. 

That  is  in  case  the  Membrane  is  entirely  broken  through  ? 
Yes  ;  in  case  there  is  Laceration. 

Cannot  it  be  lacerated  without  being  broken  through  ? 
The  Fourchette  may  be  lacerated,  and  is  Ninety-nine  Times  out  of  One 
hundred. 

Could  not  the  Perinasum  be  lacerated  without  being  broken  down  to  the 
Rectum  7 

It  must  be  so  trifling  that  no  one  would  know  it. 

Could  the  Faeces  escape  without  its  being  broken  through  ? 
I  would  say  certainly  not. 

Will  you  undertake  to  swear  that  this  poor  unfortunate  Woman  was  not  in 
such  a  State  that  the  Faeces  did  escape  ? 

I  will  positively  declare  to  Almighty  God  that  she  never  was,  and  by  her 
own  Statement  prove  it. 

Was  there  a  Discharge  from  her  at  the  Time  you  examined  her  ? 
No,  no  Discharge  at  all  of  any  Moment  more  than  Women  are  subject  to ; 
there  was  slight  Leucorrhoea. 

What  is  Leucorrhaea  ? 

A  Discharge  of  Whites ;  an  increased  Quantity  of  Mucus  from  the  Vagina^ 

Was  there  any  foetid  Discbarge  ? 
No,  nothing  like  that. 

Did  she  complain  to  you  that  there  ever  had  been  ? 
No ;  this  is  the  whole  of  her  Evidence. 

She  never  complained  that  there  had  been  a  foetid  Discharge  from  that 
Place? 
No,  never. 

It  is  upon  that  view  of  the  whole  Case  you  say  there  was  no  reasonable 
Ground  for  saying  it  was  incurable  ? 
Not  at  all ;  I  have  seen  Cases,  I  could  say,  Teh  Times  worse  than  that. 

Should  you  s^y  that  Laceration  of  the  Perinaeum  is  not  curable  ? 
No ;  it  is  curable. 

Is  it  very  likely  not  to  be  cured  ? 

It  must  be  very  bad  if  it  is  not  curable ;  Nature  will  cure  it  by  keeping  the 
Legs  together  for  a  Time. 

You  reported  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  remove  her  to  a  better  Abode 
that  she  might  get  well ;  was  she  removed  ? 
She  was ;  she  removed  herself^ 

Whereto? 

To  some  Distance  out  of  the  Union. 
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Mr.  J,  R.  Ward.        Then  you  lost  sight  of  her  for  a  Time  ? 
" '  Yes, 

Was  she  better  when  she  came  back  ? 

She  was  better,  for  she  was  not  labouring  under  that  extensive  cerebral 
Disturbance. 

You  mean  a  Disturbance  of  the  Brain? 
Yes  J  and  this  disturbed  State  of  the  Uterus. 

In  what  State  was  the  Uterus  ? 

In  exactly  the  same  State  as  when  I  first  examined  hen 

Then  you  administered  Injections  to  that  Part? 

Yes ;  but  I  then  treated  her  Case  as  dyspeptic ;  she  has  been  labouriDg  under 
Dyspepsia* 

You  also  used  Injections  ? 
Yes,  for  the  local  Affection. 

Does  she  still  suffer  to  a  certain  Degree  in  those  Parts  ? 
She  has  lumbar  Pains. 

What  are  lumbar  Pains? 

A  dragging  Pain  at  the  Back^  showing  that  the  Functions  of  the  Uterus  are 
not  correct. 

She  has  Pains  still  existing,  arising  from  some  Cause,  whatever  it  was? 
I  should  say  from  a  vaginal  Inflammation, 

From  something  in  consequence  of  her  Parturition  ? 
No ;  if  she  had  not  ever  had  a  Child  she  might  have  been  subject  to  the 
same  Pains. 

You  suppose  the  Inflammation  of  the  Vagina  is  not  in  consequence  of  her 
Parturition  ? 
I  should  say  so. 

You  say  there  is  a  vaginal  Inflammation  which  she  is  now  suffering  under  ;4o 
not  you  imagine  that  arose  from  an  Inflammation  which  took  place  at  that 
Time? 

In  a  measure,  but  not  altogether ;  being  of  a  weakly  Fabric  she  would 
naturally  have  Pains  there,  and  a  Discharge  to  a  certain  Extent. 

You  say,  '*  Her  Mind  should  be  attended  to,  and  should  be  submitted  to 
proper  Discipline,  which  seems  entirelv  wanting  in  her  present  Situation"? 
Yes  J  her  Mother  was  a  very  unfit  Person  for  any  Female  to  be  under. 

Had  she  any  Insanity  ? 
No ;  nothing  approaching  it. 

Would  you  have  recommended  sending  her  to  a  Madhouse  ? 
No. 

You  would  have  thought  that  highly  improper  ? 
Yes,  certainly. 

If  any  Persons  have  talked  of  sending  her  to  a  Madhouse  they  have  talked  of 
that  for  which  there  was  no  Foundation  ? 

Nothing  like  a  Foundation.  If  she  had  not  been  attended  to  her  Brain  might 
have  taken  a  morbid  Action. 

Was  the  Mother  in  the  habit  of  exaggerating  the  Features  of  her  Case? 
Not  only  exaggerating  but  aggravating  it.  She  was  a  Woman  who  had  much 
Animal  Passion  and  little  Intelectuallity. 

You  said  you  called  on  one  Occasion  on  Mr«  Standert? 
I  did. 

He  is  a  Surgeon  or  Physician  at  Taunton,  is  not  he? 
He  is  a  Surgeon,  the  leading  Surgeon,  one  generally  called  in  by  the  other 
Medical  Men  there. 
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What  was  the  Occasion  of  your  calling  on  him  ?  Mr.J.R.  Ward. 

I  called  upon  him  to  know  why,  in  the  Case  of  a  certain  Dislocation  which  ■ 
had  come  under  his  Observation^  be  did  not  use  the  Pullers — ^a  necessary  Means 
of  reducing  the  Dislocation ;  he  said  he  did  not  use  it  because  the  Woman  com- 
plained of  the  dreadful  Fain  when  he  only  applied  them.  I  said,  '*  Surely  you 
did  not  abstain  because  you  knew  it  was  my  Case?" — "  I  do  not  know  that  I 
did/'  he  said,  *^  but  it  gave  her  great  Pain.'* 

Did  you  make  that  Minute  at  the  Time,  or  immediately  after  that  Conversa- 
tion? 

Yes.  A  young  Gentleman  of  the  Name  of  Callaway  was  present  when  the 
whole  of  this  Conversation  passed. 

What  is  Mr.  Callaway  ? 

Mr.  Callaway  is  my  Pupil,  Twenty-two  Years  of  Age,  a  young  Man  of  very 
great  Observation. 

Is  there  an  Action  at  Law  going  on  on  this  Subject  ? 
I  cannot  get  them  to  join  Issue. 

Has  an  Action  been  brought  against  you? 

There  is  an  Action  for  Negligence  and  Want  of  Skill  with  respect  to  this 
Dislocation.  The  Woman  was  under  me  Eight-and-forty  Hours— ^  Person  ol 
the  Name  of  Webber. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Parsons  visiting  the  Workhouse  with  you  on  the  31st  of 
December  ? 

He  met  me  there ;  he  did  not  go  intentionally  to  meet  me. 

Did  he  go  round  the  Wards  with  you  ?. 
No,  not  all  the  Wards,  only  One  or  Two. 

Did  he  find  a  great  many  Children  laid  up  with  Itch  on  that  Occasion  ? 
Not  all  Itch ;  he  chose  to  call  it  Itch. 

What  did  you  call  it  ? 

Cutaneous  Disease ;  some  of  it  mild,  and  some  of  a  more  malignant  Cha* 
racter. 

In  Conversation  with  you  did  he  called  it  Itch  ? 

No ;  I  never  heard  him  say  so.  The  Smell  of  Sulphur  led  him  to  imagine 
it  was  Itch,  I  believe. 

They  were  treated  with  Sulphur  ? 

They  were  treated  with  sulphureous  Ointment. 

That  may  apply  to  the  Itch  ? 

Yes ;  and  cutaneous  Diseases  also  of  a  Character  resembling  Itch. 

Were  there  Sixty-three  Children  under  that  sulphureous  Treatment  ? 
I  cannot  say ;  there  were  a  great  Number. 

Will  you  refer  to  your  Book  and  state  the  Fact  ? 
I  think  it  is  probable. 

You  consider  those  Persons  who  were  suffering  under  this  as  not  out  of 
Health  ? 
They  may  be  out  of  Health,  or  may  not. 

Persons  may  suffer  this,  and  yet  not  improperlv  speaking  be  called  healthy? 
Yes ;  and  be  in  better  Health  than  those  who  have  not  it. 

Had  you  at  that  Workhouse  any  probationary  Ward  where  a  Person  is 
cleansed  ? 

Not  a  proper  one,  according  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  Requisition. 

Is  any  one  about  being  made  according  to  their  Orders  ? 
Not  to  my  Knowledge. 

When  a  Person  comes  into  the  House,  is  he  put  into  a  Warm  Bath  ? 
He  is  washed  in  warm  Water  in  a  Warm  Bath. 

Are  his  Clothes  cleaned  ? 
Quite. 
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Afn  J.  /{.  H'ard.        There  is  no  regular  probatcoiWiry  W^rd  ? 
No»  ijok  of  fiuffipieot  Size. 

Have  you  ever  comptained  of  the  Want  of  one? 
I  have. 

.  When  ypu  have  ai\y  Request  or  Complaint  to  m^ajce^  in  whiat  Way  do  ypu 
do  it ;  do  you  do  it  by  Word  of  Mouth,  or  by  an  Ent/y  in  youjt  Book? 

Occasionally  by  an  Xntimation  to  one  of  the  Guardians,  and  sometimes  by 
addressing  a  Letter  to  the  Board ;  sometimes  writing  in  the  Book. 

In  wl^at  Pook  do  ypu  write  ? 

I  have  made  several  Notes  in  my  weekly  Medical  Book. 

You  signify  any  Wishes  of  that  Kind  you  may  have  by  writing  in  the  Book? 
Sometimes ;  sometimes  by  writing  in  the  Bocwk.    . 

Have  you  found  those  Wishes  you  have  so  expressed  attended  to  ? 
The  greatest  Number  were  attended  to  the  next  Board  Day,  and  before,  if 
necessary. 

Whether  they  have  been  woken  by  Word  of  Mouth  to  the  Gumdiaqsor 
the  Members  of  the  Visiting*  Committee,  or  wl^ether  they  have  be^a  eotered 
in  Writing  in  the  Book,  have  you  found  Attention  paid  to  them  ? 

Yes. 

And  Directions  given  accordingly  ? 
Yes. 

Has  there  been  any  Difficulty  since  ypa  b^vebeen  in  the*  Hou|»^  aboMt;  hiring 
Nurses  ? 

I  never  knew  any. 

Have  you  ever  made  Application  for  additional  Nurses? 
I  made  Application  on  the  Establishment  of  the  new  House. 

,  Did  you  get  fresh  Nurses  ? 
Very  shortly  after;  as  soon  as  they  could  get  them. 

Has  any  Nurse  been  laid  up  with  the  Typhus  Fever  ? 
Yes ;  Charlotte  Allen* 

How  did  she  catch  it  ? 
She  was  predisposed  to  it 

She  did  not  catch  it  in  the  House  ? 

No. 

How  do  you  know  that  she  was  predisposed  to  it? 
From  Observation  I  have  made. 

Observation  of  the  Progress  and  Nature  of  the  Complaint  ? 
No }  Observation  of  her  Character. 

Of  the  Woman*s  Character  and  Disposition  ? 

No ;  I  may  look  at  a  Person's  Face  and  say  such  a  Person  may  die  of 
Apoplexy^  and  such  a  Person  may  be  predisposed  to  Fever. 

Has  this  Woman  got  well  ? 

Quite  well ;  better  than  ever  she  was. 

How  soon  after  she  was  in  the  House  did  she  fall  ill  of  this  Fever  ? 
A  Couple  of  Months  after* 

And  she  brought  the  Seeds  of  the  Fever  into  the  House  with  her  ? 
She  was  predisposed  to  Fever. 

Were  the  Seeds  visible  ? 

No ;  those  Things  are  not  visible ;  Atoms  are  not  visible. 

You  say  you  can  tell  from  looking  into  a  Person's  Face  ? 
That  is  a  different  Thing }  it  is  not  from  the  Observation  of  the  Seed  or  tlie 
Embryo  that  I  judge* 
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<   You  da  iKft  admit  that  at  this  Time  there  was  any  Disease  raging  in  the    Mr.  J.  R.  H'ard. 

House  ?  "^ 

No ;  no  Disease  of  an  infectious  Character. 

And  no  Ilhiess  generally  prevailing  in  the  House  ?  ' 

No ;  not  of  a  contagious  Character. 

Do  you  recollect  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Drusilla  Wynn  coming  into  the 
House  with  several  CbUdren  ? 
Yes,  I  remember  that  Person* 

Some  of  the  Children  died? 
Two  died. 

How  many  did  she  bring  into  the  House  with  her  ? 
I  am  not  aware. 

Do  you  recollect  in  what  State  of  Health  thdse  Children  were  when  they 
came  into  the  House  ?, 

Yes.  This  is  the  Entry  in  my  Book :  «•  Wynn,  unhealthy  on  being  admittedt 
and  died  of  Inflammation  of  the  Lun^,  the  Result  of  Metatritis  of  that  Organ/' 
that  is  a  Change  of  Disease.  She  had  the  Measles,  and  there  was  Inflammation 
of  the  Lungs. 

Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  is  very  common  after  the  Measles,  is  it  not? 
Very  common. 

How  old  was  that  Child  ? 
Three  Years  old. 

There  was  another  Child  died ;  was  that  William  ? 

William.  Wynn,  Eight  Years  of  Age;  he  died  from  Head  Affections  ^  he 
died  in  a  Fit. 

Was  that  Boy  in  good  Health,  when  he  came  to  the  House  ? 
My  Note  is,  «  healthy,*^  on  entering  the  House. 

What  Sort  ofFit  was  it? 

He  had  Convulsions ;  he  had  a  heavy  Eye,  and  Appearances  indicative  of 
Brain  Disease. 

That  was  not  Apoplexv  ? 

No;  Convulsions  incident  to  Children. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Woman  herself? 
Yes,  I  do. 

Was  she  a  healthy  Woman  ? 

Yes ;  I  think  I  should  say  she  was  healthy. 

Did  she  come  in  in  good  Health  ? 
Yes.    She  was  never  under  my  Charge. 

Were  the  other  Two  Children  under  your  Care  ? 

No,  they  were  not.    I  do  not  believe  that  the  last  Child  would  have  died  if 
she  had  acted  a  Parent's  Part ;  she  took  the  Child  out  into  the  open  Air  in 
cold  Weather  after  the  Child  had  had  the  Measles,  and  then  the  Child  had  ' 
Inflammation  the  next  Morning. 

There  are  a  great  many  Cases  returned  of  Persons  who  died  in  the  Months 
of  February,  March,  and  April ;  several  Cases  of  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs ; 
you  do  not  hold  that  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  is  an  infectious  Complaint? 

No }  no  one  can. 

Many  do ;  do  not  they  ? 
They  must  be  mad  if  they  do. 

But  a  good  many  of  those  Children  did  die  of  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs? 
Yes. 

How  many  Years  have  you  been  in  Practice  ? 
Thirteen  Years. 
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Mr.  J. R.  Ward.        You  say  it  was  not  the  Itch  that  those  Sixty-three  Children  had;  did  you 
not  and  Mr.  Parsons,  when  you  talked  together,  speak  of  it,  both  of  you,  as  if 

they  had  the  Itch  ? 
ISo ;  no  Remark  was  made  about  Itch ;  he  said  there  was  a  nasty  close 

Smell. 

Was  there  nothing  said  by  either  the  one  or  the  other  about  those  Children 
having  the  Itch  ? 

If  any  thing  transpired  it  was  that  they  were  anointed  for  the  sake  of  getting 
rid  of  the  cutaneous  Disease  which  there  was  in  the  House. 

Was  it  never  mentioned  by  either  of  you  to  the  other  that  these  Children 
had  the  Itch  ? 
I  cannot  speak  positively  to  the  Fact 

Have  you  any  Doubt  of  that? 
.    I  have  a  great  Doubt  of  it, 

Mr.Parsons's  Entry  is,  <« Sixty-three  Children  have  the  Itch*'? 
I  am  aware  of  that 

Was  it  not,  in  the  Conversation  you  had  with  each  other,  said  that  Sixty. 
three  Children  in  the  House  had  the  Itch  ? 
No  ;  we  had  very  little  Conversation. 

Was  there  nothing  of  that  Sort  said? 
It  was  drawn  from  my  own  Observation. 

What  did  he  say  ? 

He  said  there  was  a  great  Smell  of  Sulphur,  a  great  Closeness,  and  I  said, 
•*  I  have  anointed  several  Children.*' 

Was  it  not  said  by  either  the  one  or  the  other  that  it  was  the  Itch  ? 
No,  it  was  not.    Mr.  Parsons  might  have  said  so  to  himself. 

Did  not  Mr.  Parsons  say  to  you,  or  you  to  Mr.  Parsons,  that  those  Children 
had  the  Itch  ? 

I  do  not  believe  that  any  such  Conversation  passed. 

You  will  not  swear  it  ? 

I  do  not  remember  it.  What  the  external  Senses  have  not  conveyed  to  my 
Mind  I  cannot  account  for. 

Are  you  quite  sure  you  did  not  use  the  Word  "  Itch  *'  in  talking  with 
"^Ar  Persons  ? 

I  am  sure  that  I  did  not,  to  the  best  of  my  Belief. 

Are  you  quite  sure  that  you  did  not  hear  Mr.  Parsons  use  the  Word  « Itch" 
in  talking  of  those  Children? 

To  the  best  of  my  Recollection  I  never  did  j  we  were  not  Five  Minutes 
together. 

If  he  had  said  any  thing  of  this  Sort,  "It  is  shocking  to  see  fo  many 
Children  together  have  the  Itch,**  should  you  have  said,  "It  is  not  the  Itcb, 
Sir,  but  a  cutaneous  Disorder  "  ? 

I  should  have  said  so. 

This  cutaneous  Disorder  was  not  infectious  ? 

Some  People's  Skin  will  receive  any  thing. 

Was  it  or  not  infectious? 
Xt  is  not  always  infectious. 

What  do  you  call  this  Disease  ? 

Itch,  Porrigo,  Impetigo,  Scabies,  and  a  Hundred  Name3. 

You  do  call  it  Itch  ? 

Several  Cases  were  Cases  of  rank  Itch. 

What  is  the  Name  for  that? 

Scabies. 

There  were  some  Cases  of  Itch  ? 

Yes }  I  should  say  a  Dozen, 
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Were  they  in  the  same  Ward  with  the  others  ?  Mr.  j.  r.  Ward. 

Yes.  ,-__^-^ 

Was  that  contagious  ? 

No ;  not  always  contagious* 

Was  that  Scabies  that  those  Children  had  infectious  ? 
No,  I  do  not  believe  it  was. 

Do  you  believe  that  any  of  the  Children  caught  it  from  the  others  ? 
Some  may,  but  not  all. 

How  came  you  to  leave  all  those  Children  in  the  same  Room  when  you  say 
it  was  possible  for  some  of  them  to  catch  it  from  the  others? 
I  had  no  other  Room  to  put  them  in. 

When  was  this  ? 

The  5th  of  January  last. 

Were  there  any  new  Children  put  in  amongst  them  ? 
No ;  the  Room  was  kept  for  the  Itch  Patients  and  those  only  labouring 
under  Skin  Disease. 

You  said  that  the  Itch  was  not  contagious  ? 

It  is  like  some  other  Diseases ;  some  Skins  will  not  receive  Itch  more  than 
any  other  Disease.  I  examine  them  when  they  have  Itch,  feel  them  about 
between  tneir  Fingers,  and  I  never  receive  it,  because  I  am  cleanly,  washing 
Ten  or  Fifteen  Times  a  Day. 

Do  you  say  that  it  is  not  infectious  ? 
I  think  that  is  sufficient  to  show. 

Supposing  a  Person  does  not  wash  his  Hands  and  attend  to  those  Points, 
could  he  receive  it?  . 

They  ought  to  receive  any  Disease. 

What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  they  ought  to  receive  any  Disease  ? 
Because  Cleanliness  is  necessary  for  the  Human  Race. 

Suppose  Two  Persons,  both  of  them  in  the  common  Ranks  of  Life,  and  One 
of  them  to  have  the  Itch  ;  is  not  that  a  contagious  Disease  ? 

No,  I  do  not  believe  it  is ;  unless  the  Lymph  which  is  contained  in  the 
Pustule  is  conveyed  to  the  other. 

You  persist  in  saying  that  Itch  is  not  contagious  ? 
Not  for  certain  to  be  conveyed  to  another  Body. 

There  are  many  contagious  Diseases  that  are  not  conveyed  to  a  Certainty 
to  another  Body,  but  which  may  a£fect  People  ? 
They  may  accidently. 

The  Nature  of  the  Disease  is  to  convey  Disease  from  one  to  another,  is  it 
not? 

Itch  depends  upon  the  Insect ;  and  we  find,  on  Dissection,  that  it  is  the 
Insect  that  infects  another  Person  with  true  Itch. 

You  mean  to  say  that  the  Insect  passes  from  one  Person  to  another  ? 
It  must.  My  own  Belief  is  that  it  must  pass  from  one  to  another  in  order  to 
produce  Infection. 

Did  you  ever  see  the  Insect  ? 

Yes }  it  may  be  seen  by  a  Microscope. 

Then  no  Person  has  this  Itch  upon  him  without  taking  this  Insect  which 
may  be  discovered  by  Aid  of  a  Microscope? 
No,  not  generally^ 

That  is  the  Way  in  which  the  Contagion  takes  place  7 
Yes. 

And  that  may  be  avoided  by  CleanUness  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.       Whether  it  is  conveyed  by  an  Insect,  or  1^  any  other  Means*  is  not  the 
— —      Disease  caught  by  one  rerson  from  another  ? 

From  my  own  Observation,  I  should  say  not,  if  cleaijly. 

Did  you  make  any  Entry  in  your  Book  of  those  Sixty-three  Persons  having 
the  Itch,  or  having  any  other  Disease  ? 

Itch  and  Skin  Diseases  are  cured  in  a  very  few  Days ;  after  one  Board  Day 
is  over,  and  before  another  Board  Day  arrives ;  and  therefore  they  are  not 
entered ;  they  are  seldom  a  Week  on  hand* 

Will  you  swear  that  there  have  not  been  People  with  the  Itch  in  that  Work- 
house for  more  than  a  Week  or  a  Fortnight  ? 

Then  it  was  the  improper  Conduct  of  the  Master,  not  at  my  Desire^  unless 
very  severe. 

Were  there  not  People  that  had  the  Itch  in  that  Workhouse  for  more  than 
a  Fortnight? 
Not  under  my  Care  generally. 

Was  there  any  other  Person  to  take  care  of  them  ? 
When  they  were  cured  they  were  ordered  to  be  washed. 

Was  there  any  other  Medical  Person  to  take  care  of  the  Paupers  who  were 
infected  with  the  Itch  but  yourself? 
No  other  Medical  Peraon. 

Did  not  more  than  Two  Board  Days  elapse  while  those  People  had  the  Itch 
upon  them  in  the  Workhouse  in  which  no  Return  was  made  ? 
Not  a  Week  passed. 

You  swear  that  ? 

I  may  almost  swear  it. 

Will  you  quite  swear  it  ? 

My  Directions  always  were  that  they"  be  anointed  for  a  Week. 

Was  there  an  Entry  of  those  Sixty-three  Cases  ? 

I  do  not  believe  there  was  an  Entry  of  any  Cases  of  Persons  labouring  under 
the  Itcb« 

Did  Mr.  Parsons  make  any  Entry  ? 

Mr.  Parsons  may  have  done  it.  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  looking  over  any 
public  or  private  ]Book. 

Was  there  any  Notice  taken  (rf*  those  Cases  ? 
There  were  some  Cases  of  Itch,  but  not  alU 

Till  Mr.  Parsons  made  that  Entry  in  the  Book  ww  there  any  Notice  taken 
by  you  of  any  of  those  affected  by  Itch  ? 
1  shall  have  shortly  the  Book  here,  from  which  I  shall  be  able  to  amvrer. 

Csmnot  you  answer  the  Question  ? 
I  cannot. 

You  have  before  you  your  own  Medical  Book  for  the  MbnUi  of  December 
1837? 
Yes. 

Will  you  see  whether  you  have  any  Report  of  the  29th  of  December? 
I  have  no  Entries  of  Itch. 

But  you  have  Entries  on  the  29th  of  December  ? 
Yes. 

Mr.  Parsons  has  stated  publicly,  that  on  the*  31st  of  December,  Two  Days 
afterwards,  he  went  round  the  Wards  with  you,  audf  foand  there  Sixty-tbree 
.    Children,  more  or  less,  affected  with  Itch;  had  all  those Ptroons  caught  the 
Itch  between  the  29th  and  31st.? 
No,  they  had  not. 

Then  they  were  labouring  under  Itcb,  some  of  them  on  the  «9th.? 
I  was  not  acquainted  with  it. 

Are 
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Are  you  the  Medical  Officer  of  the  Workhouse  ?  Mr.  j.  r,  Ward^ 

I  am.  ' 

How  often  do  you  visit  the  Wards  ? 

Every  Day ;  sometimes  Three  Times  a  Day* 

The  whole  of  them  ? 

No,  only  the  Sick  Wards ;  and  sometimes^  when  I  am  required^  I  visit  the 
other  Wards* 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that,  though  on  the  31st  there  were  Sixty-three  Persons 
anointed  for  Itch,  you  knew  nothing  of  it  on  the  29th  ? 
X  knew  of  it^  because  I  ordered  it^  but  not  all  for  Itch* 

Did  you  know  of  it  on  the  29th,  Two  Days  before  the  Day  on  which 
Mr.  Parsons  went  round  ^the  House  with  you ;  were  you  then  treating  any 
Persons  for  the  Itch  ? 

I  had  the  Week  before  Nine  Cases  of  Eruption. 

What  Date  is  that? 
The  21st  of  December* 

Then  on  the  next  Week  are  there  any  Cases  entered  ? 
The  next  Week  is  the  Week  to  which  the  Question  refers.    I  have  none 
entered. 

Had  those  Nine  got  well  ? 
They  must  have  got  well. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  Sixty-three  had  all  been  taken  ill  between  the 
29th  and  Slst? 

They  might  have  been  brought  up  to  me  by  the  Schoolmaster  on  the  Board 
Day  J  I  do  not  find  them  out,  but  they  are  brought  to  me. 

If  they  had  been  brought  to  you,  should  you  not  have  recollected  it  ? 
I  had  heard  so  much  of  Itch  that  I  was  anxious  to  try  the  Effect  of 
anointing. 

But  you  cannot  state  to  the  Committee  whether  you  treated  any  of  those 
Sixty-three  Persons  previous  to  the  29th  of  December  ? 
I  cannot  say,  but  I  believe  not. 

Cannot  you  say  whether  there  were  Sixty-three  Persons  with  the  Sulphur 
Ointment  upon  them  ? 
No,  I  do  not  believe  there  were,  or  any  thing  like  iU 

In  your  Book  on  the  28th  December  there  is  an  Entry  of  Eight  People 
having  an  Eruption,  and  the  Treatment  is  Sulphur  Ointment ;  would  those  be 
among  the  Sixty-three  ? 

I  cannot  say ;  they  might  have  been» 

Henry  Miller,  do  you  recollect  him  ? 

Yes. 

What  Age  was  he  ? 
About  Eleven. 

Thomas  Gregory? 

He  was  a  filthy  Boy,  about  Eleven. 

James  Millard  ? 

He  was  another  dirty  Boy. 

James  Poole  ? 

I  believe  he  is  a  little  better  than  the  rest. 

Do  you  mean  a  little  better  than  the  Two  dirty  Boys,  or  better  than  the 
Average  ? 

Better  than  the  Average ;  he  was  cleaner.  There  are  some  Boys  that  I  cannot 
Keep  fi:om  Itch  or  some  cutaneous  Disease. 

George  Bell  ? 

I  do  not  remember  him. 
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Afn  J*  H.  Ward.      ,  Job  Trott  ? 

-  mtni.^r.^-  He  is  another  very  dirty  Boy. 

William  Sparks  ? 

He  is  a  decent  Lad  compared  to  the  generality. 

Edward  Sparks  ? 
Equally  so. 

They  are  all  said  to  be  treated  with  Sulphur  ? 
Sulphur  and  other  Things. 

Why  did  you  not  enter  the  other  Things  ? 

Because  1  did  not  think  it  necessary.  It  is  private  Treatment^  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  enter  that  for  the  Edification  of  any  Board. 

Do  you  tiot  enter  them? 

No  J  no  one  would  ask  me  how  I  treat  Diseases. 

The  Committee  wish  to  call  your  Attention  to  this  Entry  of  Mr.  Parsons : 
**  I  went  round  the  House  with  Mr.  Ward,  the  Medical  Officer,  on  the  31st  of 
December,  and  found  that  no  less  than  Sixty-three  Children  were  afflicted  with 
the  Itch,  some  of  them  in  a  great  Degree**  ? 

Now  I  will  swear,  although  Mr.  Parsons  has  stated  that,  and  although  fbm 
the  Respect  which  I  entertain  towards  him  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  anything 
wrong,  that  he  went  but  into  this  Ward  and  another  directly  above.  I  will 
prove  that  by  brinmng  before  you  my  Assistant,  who  was  with  me  on  the 
Occasion.    I  will  solemnly  swear  it. 

How  many  Children  were  there  in  the  Ward  into  which  Mr.  Parsons  did  go? 
There  was  a  Room  nearly  full. 

Can  you  state  how.  many  were  in  it  ? 
No ;  I  do  not  believe  it  would  hold  Sixty. 

Do  the  Visiting  Committee  go  over  the  House  every  Day  ? 
Every  other  Day,  or  Three  Times  a  Week, 

Do  they  take  you  with  them  ? 
Never. 

What  Class  of  Persons  were  in  the  other  Ward  that  Mr.  Larsons  went  into  ? 
The  sick  Women. 

Did  Mr.  Parsons  on  that  Occasion  notice  to  you  that  the  Atnio^>hCTe  of  the 
Wards  was  generally  offensive  ? 

Yes ;  he  aaid  they  smelt  close ;  and  I  told  him  there  was  Measles  in  the 
House  —  I  believe  that  I  told  him  that  —  and  that  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
the  Rooms  warm. 

In  consequence  of  any  thing  that  passed  at  the  Board,  were  you  called  in 
before  the  Board  to  explain  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
I  believe  not. 

Is  the  Name  of  Charlotte  Allen  down  in  this  Book  ? 
Only  since  she  has  been  under  my  Charge. 

When  was  it  she  came  under  your  Charge  ? 
In  May. 

On  the  21st  of  February  there  are  Ten  Children  entered  with  the  Itch ;  are 
they  noticed  in  the  Weekly  Book  ? 
Eleven  are  entered. 

You  did  then,  after  Mr.  Parsons's  Entry,  enter  Itch  Cases  in  the  Book? 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  after  or  before  Mr.  Parsons's  Entry. 

Just  look  before  the  21st  of  December  ;  are  there  any  ? 
Yes  }  from  almost  the  first  Commencement  of  my  taking  OflSce  I  have  men- 
tioned it.    There  are  Eight  Cases  mentioned  in  tb^  early  Part  of  December. 

How  came  you  not  to  enter  the  Cases  in  your  Book  in  the  latter  Part  of 
December  and  the  Beginning  of  January  ? 
There  were  such  an  immense  Number,  and  I  did  not  deem  it  necessary. . 
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Of  Itch?  Mr.J,R.Wa/d. 

Not  of  Itch.    I  was  anxious  to  get  the  House  clean,  and  for  that  Reason  I  * 

adopted  this  Plan ;  I  did  it  to  prevent  cutaneous  Disease. 

Did  you  state  to  the  Committee  how  old  you  are  ? 
Thirty-four. 

At  what  Age  did  you  begin  Practice  ? 

I  must  have  been  in  Practice  when  I  was  Twenty-one. 

Upon  your  own  Responsibility  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  an  Apprentice  ? 

Yes;  to  a  Gentleman  of  the  Name  of  Bhohardt,  at  Amsterdam. 

When  did  you  leave  him  ? 

Before  1820  j  and  then  I  served  Part  of  my  Time  with  a  Gentleman  in 
Bermondsey. 

What  is  the  Name  of  that  Gentleman  ? 
Mr.  Bertand. 

Did  you  then  set  up  for  yourself? 
Yes;  in  the  same  Street. 

At  Twenty-one  you  commenced  Business  ? 

I  must  have  commenced  Business  before  Twenty-one,  for  I  passed  my 
Examination  when  I  was  Twenty-one. 

But  you  did  not  commence  Business  upon  your  own  Responsibility  till  after 
Twenty-one  ? 

Yes,  I  did,  as  a  Practitioner ;  I  bought  the  Business  of  another  Gentleman. 

Did  you  attend  Women  lying-in  before  that  ? 
Yes. 

As  the  only  Person  attending  ? 

As  the  only  Person  attending ;  I  never  was  an  Assistant,  not  to  any  Gen- 
tleman, but  in  difficult  Cases  of  Disease  or  Midwifery. 

Did  you  not  state  that  you  were  under  Dr.  Blundell  ? 
I  was  a  Pupil  of  his. 

Can  you  mention  the  Name  of  any  other  Surgeon  in  Bermondsey  whom  you 
know? 

I  may  mention  the  Name  of  Mr.  Castle,  in  Bermondsey  Square ;  but  it  is  not 
my  Plan  to  mix  with  general  Practitioners,  but  with  Preceptors  from  whom  I 
could  obtain  Experience  in  the  Profession. 

Why  do  you  object  to  mixing  with  Medical  Practitioners  ? 
We  did  not  exactly  agree. 

What  was  it  that  you  did  not  agree  upon  ? 

I  suppose  Jealousy.  There  is  so  much  Jealousy  that  the  less  I  mix  with  them 
the  better,  I  considered  it. 

Do  you  mean  you  would  not  consult  with  them  ? 

I  have  consulted  with  the  first  Talent,  as  will  be  seen  by  my  Testimonials, 
London  can  produce. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  object  to  meet  other  Persons  in  Consul- 
tation ? 

I  never  objected,  not  even  those  in  the  Town  in  which  I  reside.  I  have 
met  Men  of  the  first  Talent.  I  have  called  in  in  Consultation  Dr.  Kingslake  of 
Taunton  ;  Mr.  Tyrrell  of  London  j  I  have  also  met  Dr.  M^MuUen.  Some 
Gentlemen  of  Bridgwater  have  refused  to  meet  me. 

Not  those  Gentlemen  ? 

No,  not  those  Gentlemen ;  the  lesser  Talent ;  the  common  Class  of  Practi- 
tioners  there. 

(151.31.)  7  E  2  Did 

Digitized  by 


Google 


1140    MINUTES  OP  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.        Did  you  consult  Dr.  Kingslake  upon  any  important  Cases? 

■■    '  But  One.    I  have  with  me  a  Substance  which  I  have  taken  from  the  Body  of 

a  Pauper  who  probably  has  already  come  under  your  Lordships  ObservatioD, 
of  the  Name  of  Sprouting.     1  brought  that  expressly  up. 

Is  that  Man  cured  ? 

He  is  as  much  cured  as  he  ever  will  be.  It  was  in  his  Body  too  long  ever  to 
be  cured.   I  am  happy  I  have  the  Thing  in  my  Possession. 

Sprouting  had  been  in  Bridgwater  Infirmary  for  some  Time  ? 
Yes. 

He  was  discharged  from  it  ? 

Yes ;  they  could  do  him  no  more  good. 

Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  Knowledge  ? 
I  do. 

Upon  your  Oath,  was  he  not  cured  of  the  Disorder  for  which  he  went  into 
the  Infirmary  ? 

If  he  had  been  cured  I  should  not  hold  this  in  my  Hand ;  it  was  healed  op 
for  a  Time. 

Do  you  know  what  he  was  admitted  for  ? 

He  was  admitted  for  Inflammation  of  the  Bowels ;  Pain  and  swelling  of  the 
lower  Bowels. 

Did  you  ever  see  the  Entry  of  his  Admission  ? 

No,  I  never  saw  any  thing,  but  I  speak  from  my  own  Observation.  I  have 
the  Man's  Information,  and  his  Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Benefit  I  did  him, 

What  was  he  admitted  into  the  Infirmary  for  ? 
I  am  not  aware. 

You  said  it  was  Pain  in  the  lower  Bowels  ? 
The  Man  told  me  that. 

Supposing  he  has  not  told  you  Truth  ? 
Then  I  am  not  able  to  answer. 

If  he  has  stated  that  he  was  admitted  for  Pain  in  his  Side,  what  Observation 
have  you  to  make  ? 

This  would  occasion  Pain  in  his  Side  ;  any  Pain  from  the  Trunk  to  the  lower 
Extremities  might  be  produced  from  the  Lodgment  of  this  foreign  Body. 

He  applied  to  you  afterwards  ? 
Yes. 

What  for? 

For  the  same  Swelling  and  Suppuration  that  he  had  applied  to  the  Infirmary 
and  Parish  Surgeon  for. 

You  said  it  was  a  Pain  in  the  Abdomen  ? 

Yes }  it  was  from  the  traversing  of  the  foreign  Body  to  make  its  Exit. 

You  are  quite  certain  that  the  Pain  in  his  Side  which  he  complained  of,  and 
for  which  he  went  into  the  Infirmary,  was  occasioned  by  this  which  you  took 
out  of  the  Abdomen  ? 

I  am  quite  certain  that  it  was  capable  of  producing  that  Pain. 

What  did  you  take  it  from  ? 

From  the  lower  Part  of  the  Bowels ;  from  the  Groin.  The  Pin  has  been 
covered  with  this  earthy  Substance,  such  Substance  being  formed  from  the 
Juices  of  the  Body.    A  large  Quantity  of  Matter  had  been  escaping  for  Two 

Years  and  a  Half,  occasionally. 

# 

How  many  Months  was  this  after  he  had  been  in  the  Infirmary  ? 
I  am  not  aware. 

When  was  it  you  performed  this  Operation  ? 
It  must  have  been  in  December. 
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He  was  under  the  Care  of  the  Parish  Surgeon  for  a  long  Time  before  that  ?    Mr.J.R.  ivard. 
Yes,  he  was ;  he  never  got  any  Relief,  — -— 

Two  Years  and  a  Half  before  that  ? 

It  was  in  his  Body  Two  Years  or  Two  Years  and  a  Half  before  that. 

He  was  Two  Years  and  a  Half  under  the  Care  of  the  Parish  Surgeon  after 
leaving  the  Infirmary  ? 
Yes.  It  might  take  Five  Years  traversing  the  Body. 

When  he  went  to  the  Parish  Surgeon  what  did  he  complain  of? 
I  am  not  aware ;  but  this  is  capable  of  making  him  complain  of  any  Pain  from 
its  Position  at  that  Time. 

He  was  discharged  on  the  1st  of  March,  and  was  taken  ill,  and  again  applied 
to  the  Parish  Surgeon  ;  do  you  know  what  he  complained  of  at  that  Time  ? 
No ;  I  know  nothing^more  than  occurred  under  my  own  Observation. 

You  do  not  know  from  what  be  was  suffering  when  he  was  in  the  Infirmary 
before  ? 
No ;  he  told  me  that  it  was  from  this. 

Did  he  complain  of  Pain  at  the  same  Spot  to  the  Parish  Surgeon  ? 
Yes. 

And  Swelling  and  Abscess  in  the  Abdomen  ? 
Yes. 

When  he  came  to  you  you  found  him  suffering  under  the  Pain  in  the 
Groin  ? 

Yes.  I  thought  it  was  some  foreign  Body»  never  dreaming  that  I  should  take 
out  a  Pin,  but  that  it  was  a  Piece  of  Bone  of  some  Part  of  the  Pelvis. 

How  long  was  he  under  your  Care  ? 
About  Five  Months. 

Is  he  able  to  go  about  his  Work  now  ? 
Yes ;  I  see  him  on  the  Quay. 

What  is  he  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Will  you  swear  that  he  is  not  just  as  bad  as  ever  he  was  ? 
I  will  swear  that  I  do  not  know.  It  is  possible  he  may  have  a  permanent 
^tula  from  its  not  being  removed  before. 

It  was  more  than  Two  Years  after  he  had  quitted  the  Infirmary? 
I  do  not  know  j  he  had  been  under  the  Parochial  Surgeon  One  or  Two 
Years. 

Do  you  undertake  to  say  that  it  was  for  the  same  Disorder  that  he  was  in 
the  Infirmary  ? 

I  will  swear  that  from  foreign  Bodies  which  I  have  removed  Fifteen  or 
Twenty  Years  after  they  have  been  in  the  Body,  this  might  have  remained  for 
that  Time. 

That  is  not  an  Answer  ? 

Then  it  is  a  philosophical  Point  which  I  cannot  explain. 

[[The  Question  is  read.] 

That  I  cannot  say.  I  say  that  the  Lodgment  of  this  in  the  Body  was  capable 
of  producing  all  the  Pains  that  he  appears  to  have  been  in  the  Infirmary  for. 

Do  not  you  know  that  the  Complaint  for  which  he  was  sent  to  the  Medical 
Man  after  he  had  been  discharged  from  the  Infirmary  was  one  that  he  con- 
tracted by  lying  on  the  Ground  ? 

Gonorrhea,  or  any  other  Disease^  he  might  have  contracted. 

You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  he  could  have  contracted  Gonorrhea  from 
lying  down  on  the  Ground  ? 

I  do  not  know  what  the  Question  means,  if  it  is  not  of  that  Description.  That 
he  was  in  the  Infirmary  for  some  foul  Disease,  do  your  Lordships  mean  ? 

Have  you  not  heard,  and  do  you  not  believe,  that  the  Disorder  for  which  he 

was  sent  to  the  Parochial  Surgeon^  and  which  you  have  said  you  have  cured 
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Mr.j.e.  Ward,    jjjnj  of,  was  a  Disorder  that  he  had  contracted  from  lying  down  on  the  damp 

Ground? 

No ;  I  sincerely  believe,  and  will  swear,  that  it  was  not  contracted  from  that 
Cause.  I  will  swear  that  it  was  contracted  from  the  Lodgment  of  a  foreign  Sub- 
stance iti  his  Body.    How  it  came  there  I  do  not  know.   It  is  a  Shirt  Pin. 

You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  was  the  same  Complaint  for  which  he  was  in 
the  Infirmary  ? 

No  ;  but  I  will  swear  that  it  was  not  produced  from  lying  on  the  Groand 
and  Exposure  to  damp  Ground. 

Will  you  swear  that  it  was  the  same  Complaint  for  which  he  was  in  the 
Infirmary  ? 

No ;  the  Man  told  me  that  he  had  been  labouring  under  the  same  Disease 
Two  Years  and  a  Half. 

Might  he  not  have  been  cured  by  the  Persons  attending  the  Infirmaiy,  and 
have  contracted  this  new  Disease  ? 
No ;  this  must  have  been  in  the  Body  for  some  Years. 

When  the  Man  showed  you  this  first  did  he  speak  of  it  as  a  Bone  ? 

He  told  me  he  had  had  a  Suppuration  for  some  Years^  which  weakened  his 
Body  and  rendered  him  unable  to  work,  and  would  I  give  him  a  little  more 
Relief?  I  said,  "  Will  you  let  me  look  at  it  ?** 

What  did  he  tell  you  ? 

He  told  me  that  he  had  been  in  the  Infirmary,  and  had  been  under  the  Parish 
Surgeon,  and  had  got  no  Relief. 

Did  he  tell  you  any  thing  that  he  perceived  about  the  Wound  ? 
He  told  me  that  he  thought  there  was  a  foreign  Body ;  that  he  could  see 
sometimes  a  something. 

Did  he  say  a  Piece  of  Bone  ? 

He  said  a  something ;  I  will  not  swear  that  he  said  Bone. 

Did  he  show  you  his  Side  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  any  body  present  ? 

I  cannot  recollect ;  but  I  believe  there  was  a  Surgeon  from  Huntspill 
there. 

You  cut  down  into  this  ? 

I  probed  it ;  and  found  there  was  a  foreign  Body,  and  I  cut  do¥m  on  it, 

'    Was  it  that  foreign  Body,  or  a  Piece  of  Bone,  which  you  extracted  ? 
It  was  this  foreign  Body. 

If  he  has  said  that  it  was  a  Piece  of  Bone,  is  that  correct  ? 

He  has  had  Exfoliation  since.    I  am  told  that  he  had  lost  Pieces  of  Bones. 

He  has  stated,  **  Two  or  Three  Months  afterwards  Deponent  observed 
something,  which  he  believes  was  a  Piece  of  Bone,  sticking  out  of  the  Wound, 
which  had  been  lanced  by  Mr.  King.  Deponent  then  went  to  Mr.  Ward  and 
showed  him  his  Side.  A  Person  was  with  Mr.  Ward,  when  Mr.  Ward  then 
pulled  the  Piece  of  Bone  out  of  Deponent's  Side'*? 

If  this  is  Bone,  then  he  is  correct. 

It  was  not  Bone  which  you  pulled  out,  but  that  Substance  which  you  hold 
ki  your  Hand  ? 

Yes.  Bone  may  be  exfoliated  to  the  last  Hour  of  his  Life ;  but  what  I 
removed  is  this  Shirt  Pin. 

But  you  did  not  pull  Bone  out  of  his  Side  ? 

No.  This  is  not  One  Half  or  a  Quarter  the  Size  that  it  was  when  I  first  bad  it. 

Was  it  projecting  ? 
It  was  not. 

Could  the  Man  perceive  it  himself? 

Yes }  because  he  complained  that  he  felt  a  something. 
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He  says  that  he  observed  something  that  he  believed  to  be  a  Piece  of  Bone     Mr.  J.  n.  Ward. 

sticking  out  of  the  Wound  ?  

That  must  have  been  an  Integument 

Was  that  Pin  covered  all  over  with  the  earthy  Substance  when   you 
extracted  it? 
Yes ;  it  looked  more  like  a  Mass  of  Bone  than  any  thing  else. 

You  cut  down  into  it  ? 

I  cut  down  on  the  Head  of  the  Pin. 

How  deep  ? 
1  will  not  swear. 

Was  it  possible  for  any  Man  to  have  felt  it? 
Quite  possible  if  they  had  paid  proper  Attention. 

Was  it  possible  for  the  Man  himself  to  have  felt  this  which  he  calls  Bone? 
No  ;  I  do  not  believe  It  was.     He  is  a  Man  of  loose  Character,  and  would 
swear  any  thing  j  he  is  never  sober  for  Six  Hours  out  of  the  Forty-eight, 

Had  you  tried  the  Man's  Side  in  any  Way  previously  ? 

No* 

Was  that  the  first  Time  you  had  seen  it  ? 
Yes,  I  believe. 

Have  you  seen  him  lately  ? 

No.  I  have  told  his  Daughter  that  I  wished  to  see  him  $  but  the  Surgeons 
of  opposite  Principles  have  seen  him,  and  I  have  consequently  not  been  able. 

Had  you  applied  Poultices  to  this  Man's  Side  ? 

No  J  I  cut  down  on  it.     I  ordered  Fomentation  and  Poultice  after. 

How  long  did  you  continue  to  attend  him  afterwards  ? 
Some  Months. 

Was  he  quite  cured  at  the  End  of  that  Time  ? 

Yes ;  but  he  caught  a  Cold,  which  affected  his  Side,  and  brought  a  Dis- 
charge of  Matter ;  and  from  the  Passage  of  this  Pin  over  the  Structure  of  the 
Bone  he  may  have  Exfoliation  as  long  as  he  lives.  Mr,  Toogood  has  got  him  j 
imd  I  believe  he  is  visiting,  him  for  keeping  out  of  my  Way. 

Will  you  repeat  that  ? 

I  say  that  Mr.  Toogood  has  him  ;  and  through  Mr.  Toogood  he  has  made 
this  Affidavit ;  and  I  believe  he  is  kept  out  of  the  Way  by  Mr.  Toogood's 
Authority. 

You  speak  of  Exfoliation  of  the  Bone  from  this  passing  through  the  Body ; 
was  this  then  inserted  into  the  Bone  ? 

A  Scratch  over  the  tender  Portion  called  the  Covering  or  Periosteum  of  the 
Bone  is  capable  of  producing  Exfoliation ;  immediately  it  is  thrown  off  the 
Bone  becomes  decayed.    It  might  have  passed  the  alimentary  Canal. 

You  think  then  that  it  might  have  been  taken  internally  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  known  Cases  of  that  Sort  ? 

Yes,  Numbers  of  Cases  j  with  Pins  particularly. 

If  this  Man  has  made  the  following  Statement  do  you  consider  it  true  or 
nntrue :  "  After  Mr.  Ward  was  appointed  Parish  Surgeon  Deponent  applied  to 
biro,  and  Mr.  Ward  ordered  a  Linseed  Poultice  with  Beer  Grounds  to  be  applied 
to  the  Wound  ;  but  Deponent's  Wife  was  afraid  to  apply  it  thinking  it  was  too 
strong,  and  the  Bread-and- Water  Poultice  was  still  continued.  Two  or  Three 
Months  afterwards  Deponent  observed  something,  which  he  believes  was  a 
Piece  of  Bone,  sticking  out  of  the  Wound,  which  had  been  lanced  by  Mr.  King. 
Deponent  then  went  to  Mr.  Ward  and  showed  him  his  Side  *'? 

From  the  first  Inspection  I  found  the  foreign  Body  lodged  in  his  Body, 
to  the  best  of  my  Belief. 
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Mr.  J.  R.  Ward.       Then  that  Story  is  untrue  ? 

It  is  quite  fabricated,  as  you  will  find  every  thing  coming  from  that  Man's 

Lips. 

That  is  a  strong  Thing  to  say  ? 

I  say  that  because  the  Man  is  a  dreadful  Drunkard. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Mr.  John  Trood.  Mr.  JOHN  TROOD  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows ; 


ARE  you  Master  of  the  Workhouse  at  Sherborne  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  live  at  Bridgwater  before  you  went  to  Sherborne  ? 
Yes,  I  assisted  the  Master  there» 

Were  you  in  Business  at  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

What  Business  ? 
A  Baker. 

Did  you  know  Gover,  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  employ  you  to  keep  his  Books  for  him  ? 
Yes, 

How  often  did  you  go  to  the  Workhouse  for  the  Purpose  of  keepiog  bis 
Books  ? 

I  was  there  almost  every  Day  for  some  Months. 

More  than  One  Day  in  the  Week  ? 
Yes,  almost  every  Day. 

Why  did  you  go  up  eveiy  Day  ? 

To  make  Entries  of  the  reople  who  wished  to  be  discharged,  and  to  get  the 
Number. 

Can  you  state  the  Time  when  you  first  began  to  go  up  to  this  Workhouse; 
was  it  from  the  Time  of  Governs  Election  ? 
Very  soon  after. 

Gover  was  an  illiterate  Man  himself^  and  could  not  keep  the  Books? 
Yes. 

How  long  did  you  continue  to  do  this  ? 
Till  April  1837. 

During  that  Time  you  were  there  every  Day  ? 
Nearly  every  Day. 

Upon  the  Average  Five  or  Six  Days  a  Week  ? 
Yes. 

Was  it  more  or  less  ? 

Sometimes  I  was  at  Taunton,    I  kept  the  Books  there  as  well. 

You  assisted  there  too  ? 
Yes 

On  an  Average  how  many  Days  in  the  Week  were  you  at  the  Bridgwater 
Workhouse  ? 

Five  Days.  I  used  to  go  to  Taunton  once  a  Week,  and  it  took  me  a  Day, 
sometimes  Two. 

What  Time  in  the  Morning  did  you  go  to  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse? 
Eleven  o'Clock. 

And  how  long  did  you  stop  ? 

During  the  whole  Pay,  when  Gover  was  absent,  if  I  had  not  any  thing 
particular  to  do. 

What 
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What  do  you  call  the  whole  Day  ?  Mr.  John  Trood. 

Till  Nine  o'Clock  in  the  Evening,— till  it  was  Time  to  lock  up.  — _— 

Were  you  employed  all  that  Time  in  making  up  the  Books  ? 
I  staid  there  in  case  any  thing  should  be  wanted. 

In  short,  to  do  what  he  would  have  been  doing  if  he  had  been  in  the 
House  ? 
Yes. 

What  were  his  Habits  j  was  he  very  apt  to  be  out  ? 
Yes,  very  often. 

In  your  Opinion  more  than  he  ought  to  have  been  ? 

Yes. 

Was  he  out  late  at  Nights? 
Sometimes  he  was. 

Was  he  apt  to  be  drunk  ? 

Sometimes  he  was.     I  did  not  see  him  drunk  very  often. 

Have  you  seen  him  drunk  ? 

Yes. 

Was  he  incapable  in  other  respects,  besides  from  his  not  being  able  to  keep 
Accounts,  to  manage  the  Workhouse  without  Assistance  from  you  ? 
I  think  he  was  very  capable  in  other  respects  if  he  attended  to  it. 

Barring  his  Want  of  Scholarship  and  Want  of  Sobriety  ? 
Want  of  attending  to  it  in  consequence  of  his  going  out. 

Was  he  so  drunken  a  Person  that  he  could  not  look  after  the  Workhouse  ? 
No,  I  could  not  say  that. 

During  the  Time  that  you  were  in  Attendance  was  there  a  great  deal  of 
Illness  in  the  House  ? 
Yes,  there  was. 

What  was  the  Nature  of  the  Illness  ? 
The  Measles  and  Diarrhc3ea. 

When  the  Diarrhoea  was  prevailing  in  the  House  was  there  a  very  great 
Stench  in  the  House? 

I  never  discovered  any  Stench  more  than  arises  from  People  that  are  ill. 

Where  did  you  discover  that ;  did  that  pervade  the  whole  House  ? 
No,  only  the  Room  where  the  People  were  in  Bed. 

Was  there  a  Sick  Ward,  or  were  there  One  or  Two  Wards  in  which  the 
sick  People  were  put? 

They  were  not  put  in  a  Ward  by  themselves ;  they  were  taken  ill,  and  then 
they  remained  in  the  Rooms. 

They  occupied  those  Rooms  in  common  with  other  Paupers  who  did  not 
suffer  under  that  Complaint? 

The  old  People,  some  of  them,  slept  by  themselves  down  on  the  Ground 
Floor. 

But  if  a  Man  was  ill  he  was  not  removed,  but  was  left  in  the  Room  where 
other  Persons  were  that  had  not  this  Complaint  ? 

Yes,  some  of  them ;  and  some  of  them  slept  in  Rooms  that  were  quite 
distinct. 

And  those  Rooms  became  offensive? 

Not  for  any  Time,  because  the  Moment  that  they  were  dirty  they  were 
cleaned  directly. 

That  is  the  Moment  the  Patients  were  dirty  ? 
Yes,  as  soon  as  it  was  discovered. 

Did  this  bad  Smell  extend  over  the  House  ? 

No. 
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Mr.  John  Trood.        Were  you  there  early  in  the  Morning  ? 
■  •  No,  not  when  Gover  was  at  home. 

Not  before  the  Windows  were  opened  ? 

I  did  go  up  a  few  Times  early  in  the  Morning,  but  not  many  Times. 

When  that  Complaint  was  in  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  find  them  very  offensive  ? 

The  Rooms  were  very  close ;  ami  I  know  that  all  Bed  Rooms  are  close  when 
you  go  into  them  in  the  Morning  if  People  are  ever  so  healthy. 

Were  the  Rooms  offensive  ? 

Nothing  more  than  Rooms  are  commonly  offensive  where  many  People  sleep 
together. 

Did  this  extend  to  the  Rooms  below — to  the  Kitchen  ? 
No. 

Are  you  quite  sure  of  that  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  of  it. 

Was  it  a  Matter  of  general  Notoriety  in  Bridgwater  that  there  was  an 
infectious  Complaint  in  the  House  ? 
Yes ;  it  was  said  so. 

You  understood  that  the  Complaint  was  infectious  ? 
I  heard  so  from  the  Doctor. 

What  Doctor? 
Mr.  King. 

Mr.  King  told  you  it  was  infectious  ? 
Yes. 

Upon  what  Occasion  ? 

When  I  was  there  upon  Two  or  Three  Occasions  he  told  me  so. 

Was  there  any  Conversation  about  going  into  the  Worknouse ;  how  far  it 
was  safe  ? 

Yes;  I  said  to  Mr.  King,  when  he  mentioned  it,  that  I  was  sure  it  was  not 
infectious,  because  I  had  been  in  the  Morning  early,  and  late  at  Night,  and  I 
was  never  ill  at  all  during  the  whole  Time* 

Did  you  eat  the  Gruel  ? 

Yes,  I  did ;  I  had  some  of  it  on  purpose. 

Did  you  continue  to  eat  it  for  any  Length  of  Time  ? 
I  made  use  of  some  of  it  for  about  a  Month. 

You  found  no  Inconvenience  from  it  ? 
I  never  was  better  in  my  Life. 

What  Time  of  Day  did  you  take  it  ? 

In  the  Evening,  for  my  Supper ;  not  for  my  Breakfast. 

Had  you  had  something  else  in  the  course  of  the  Day? 
Yes. 

What  did  you  live  upon  in  the  course  of  the  Day  ? 

Sometimes  a  little  Meat  for  Dinner,  and  Tea  for  Breakfast ;  that  is  what  I 
generally  take.    I  eat  very  little  Meat;  a  little  Animal  Food  for  Dinner. 

And  some  Beer  ? 
Sometimes  a  little. 

Cyder? 
A  little. 

Brandy  and  Water  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  I  take  any  Brandy  and  Water  for  Three  or  Four  Months 
together  j  I  very  seldom  drink  any* 

Wine? 
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y^°^?  Mr.JohnTrood. 

No.  — «.»^ 

All  you  did  with  this  Gruel  was  to  take  some  for  your  Supper? 
Just  to  try  whether  it  would  injure  me,  because  it  was  said  that  it  injured 
the  People  in  the  Workhouse. 

And  you  found  no  Injury  from  it  ? 

No. 

You  are  Master  of  the  Workhouse  at  Sherborne  ? 
Yes. 

Do  they  use  Gruel  there  ? 
Yes. 

Does  any  Injury  result  from  it  there  ? 
No,  not  at  all. 

When  Mr.  Gover  went  away  he  went  away  on  account  of  his  Illness  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  continue  in  the  House  during  the  Time  ? 
Yes. 

In  what  State  were  the  People  at  that  Time  ? 
The  People  were  UI. 

What  were  they  ill  of? 

It  was  Diarrhoea  and  Measles. 

Did  the  Measles  follow  the  Diarrhoea,  or  was  it  in  the  House  at  the  same 
Time  as  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

They  were  both  together ;  I  do  not  know  whith  preceded. 

Had  those  who  had  the  Measles  had  the  Diarrhoea  before  ? 
The  Measles  were  mostly  with  the  Children,  and  the  older  People  had 
Diarrhoea  at  the  same  Time  as  the  Children* 

Had  it  been  preceded  by  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
That  I  cannot  say. 

During  this  Time  did  the  Visiting  Committee  use  to  come  constantly  to  the 
House  ? 

No ;  they  missed  a  few  Times. 

They  missed  a  few  Weeks,  did  they  ? 

It  must  have  been,  I  think,  Two  or  Three  Weeks. 

Why  did  they  miss  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

You  never  heard  why  they  missed  ? 
No,  I  never  heard. 

You  are  quite  sure  that  they  missed  ? 
xes* 

Do  you  remember  Mary  Reed  ? 

Yes. 

If  she  has  said  that  they  never  missed,  she  is  mistaken  in  that  ? 
Yes.  Some  of  them  came  down }  Mr.  Baker  came  some  Part  of  the  Time  j  but 
not  the  whole  of  the  Committee. 

Whenever  the  Visiting  Committee  visited  did  you  always  see  them  ? 

I  was  always  there  at  the  Time  when  they  ought  to  come ;  but  I  know  that 
during  some  Part  of  the  Time  that  Diarrhoea  was  in  the  House  they  did  not 
come. 

What  was  the  usual  Time  of  their  coming:  twice  a  Week,  or  once  a 
Week? 

Once  a  Week ;  on  the  Board  Days, 
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Mr.  John  Trood.       Did  they  visit  at  other  Times? 

— — •  Mr.  Baker  came  down  ;  and  I  think  Mn  Frederick  Axford  came  once  in  the 

course  of  the  Week  just  to  the  Door,  to  ask  how  it  was  going  on,  and  that 
was  all. 

During  the  Weeks  that  they  visited  did  they  come  more  than  One  Day  in 
the  Week  ? 

They  came  separately  more  than  One  Day  j  but  not  as  a  Body — not  as  a 
Visiting  Committee ;  as  a  Visiting  Committee  they  came  only  once  a  Week. 

Then  they  came  in  a  Body  and  visited  all  together  ? 
Yes. 

Then  in  those  Weeks  that  they  did  not  come,  how  did  they  make  out  their 
Report;  was  that  during  the  Time  that  Gover  was  absent  and  that  you  were 
there  ? 

They  came  most  of  the  Time,  I  believe  all  the  Time,  when  I  was  therein 
Governs  Place. 

What  was  the  Time  that  they  abstained  from  visiting  ? 
I  am  sure  I  cannot  state* 

Was  it  before  Governs  Absence  or  after  ? 

It  must  have  been  before  his  Absence,  because  he  was  absent  in  March  and 
I  left  in  April. 

What  Time  in  April  did  you  leave  ? 
The  20th. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  of  attending  them  round  the  Workhouse,  or  Gover? 

Governs  Wife,  the  Matron,  usually  went.  When  I  was  there  I  went  round 
for  any  thing  that  was  wanted  to  do.  I  sometimes  assisted  to  cut  the  Meat 
when  he  was  not  there  j  on  the  Thursday  I  used  to  cut  it,  because  he  was 
attending  the  Board. 

Did  he  attend  the  Board  every  Thursday  ? 

When  the  Committee  came  in  his  Absence  you  went  round  the  House  with 
them  ? 

I  did  not  go  round  the  House  with  the  Visiting  Committee  j  Cover's 
Wife  used  to  go  round  with  them. 

How  do  you  know  then  that  there  were  Three  Weeks  during  which  they  did 
not  come  ?  *" 

I  know  that  they  were  expected,  and  that  I  was  down  there,  and  no  one 
came. 

Was  that  on  the  Board  Day  ? 
Yes. 

What  Time  of  the  Day? 

Till  the  Board  was  sitting  I  was  there,  and  afterwards* 

What  was  the  usual  Time  of  their  coming  ? 
About  Ten  o'Clock. 

On  those  Days  you  were  attending,  and  they  did  not  come  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  a  Room  hard  by,  where  they  drew  up  their  Report  ? 
Yes  ;  the  Fire  was  lighted  for  them,  but  they  did  not  come.    That  was  why 
I  knew  that  they  did  not  come,  because  the  Room  was  not  made  use  of. 

Do  you  recollect  at  what  Period  of  the  Year  that  was  ? 

I  cannot  recollect,  because  I  never  expected  to  be  asked  the  Question. 

You  say  the  Fire  was  lighted ;  it  must  have  been  then  in  cold  Weather? 
Yes. 

Was  it  in  very  cold  Weather  ? 

I  think  it  must  have  been  in  very  cold  Weather. 
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When  did  they  begin  coming  again  P                                                                   Mr.  John  Trood. 
When  the  People  got  better  then  they  came  again.  

Did  they  use  to  come  when  you  were  there  in  Governs  Absence  ? 
Yes  J  I  believe  they  came. 

Do  you  know  wTiether  they  came  or  not  ? 
I  am  sure  I  cannot  recollect  precisely  now. 

Cannot  you  recollect  when  you  were  there  acting  as  Governs  Deputy  whether 
the  Visiting  Committee  visited  at  the  Time  ? 

They  visited  during  some  of  the  Week's ;  I.  believe  all,  but  I  will  not  say  for 
certain. 

How  many  Weeks  were  you  there  ? 

Four  J  he  was  absent  a  Month.  I  think  they  did  all  of  them  visit,  but  I  am 
not  certain. 

Did  Mr.  King  ever  caution  you  about  going  into  the  Wards  ^ 
No,  he  did  not 

Did  he  tell  you  that  it  was  highly  infectious  and  dangerous  to  go  into  the 
Wards? 
Yes,  he  did,  certainly. 

It  was  not  your  Business  to  report  that  to  the  Board  ? 
Certainly  not 

You  did  not  report  it  ? 

No  ;  I  did  not  think  it  my  Duty,  but  the  Duty  of  the  Medical  Officer. 

Do  you  remember  in  October  1836  an  Application  being  made  by  Mr.  King 
to  the  Board  to  have  the  Children *s  Diet  altered  from  Gruel  to  Milk  ? 

Yes }  I  remember  that  Application  very  well  i  but  I  do  not  know  at  what 
Time  it  was. 

Do  you  remember  any  Alteration  taking  place  among   the  sick  People  in 
consequence  of  that  ? 
No,  I  do  not  recollect. 

You  do  not  know  of  any  Improvement  ? 

No.  The  Children  had  Rice  as  well.  They  had  the  Rice  boiled  and  the  Milk 
in  the  Morning ;  Rice  and  Milk  together. 

You  do  not  recollect  much  about  that  ? 

I  know  they  had  the  Milk,  because  I  paid  for  it  myself. 

How  long  did  they  continue  having  Milk? 
I  suppose  Three  Months  nearly. 

Why  was  the  Milk  lea  off? 
That  I  cannot  say. 

Do  you  know  when  it  was  left  off? 
I  know  that  it  was  left  off. 

Do  you  know  when  it  was  ?  v 

No. 

Nor  why  ? 

I  do  not  know,  because  I  cannot  speak  of  my  own  Knowledge  j  only  it  was 
left  off,  I  suppose,  from  the  Doctor's  Orders. 

Have  you  ever  known  People  so  bad  with  this  Complaint  that  they  could 
not  retain  their  Stools,  and  as  they  walked  across  the  Room  thev  made  a  Dirt 
in  the  Room  ? 

No ;  I  never  saw  that,  nor  heard  of  it  ' 

Should  you  not  have  heard  of  it  if  it  had  been  so  ? 

Yes. 

Did  you  ever  know  People  so  bad  with  it  in  their  Beds  that  the  Men  have 
been  lying  in  their  own  Mess ;  that  they  have  made  Pools  of  their  own  Faeces 
in  the  Beds  ? 

They  have  been  lying  in  that  State,  no  Doubt. 
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jiir.  John  Trood.       Did  you  ever  see  them  in  that  State  ? 

I  have  seen  Persons  cleaning  theaa.    I  have  seea  them  lying  in  that  State 

till  they  could  be  cleaned^  but  no  longer. 

Were  they  old  People,  or  Children,  or  who  were  ihey  ? 
There  were  several  old  and  young  very  bad  at  that  Time. 

How  many  have  you  seen  lying  in  that  State  ? 

Two  or  Three  old  People ;  I  do  not  think  more  than  that. 

You  have  seen  Two  or  Three  old  Peopb  lying  in  this  State  ? 
Yes }  Three  or  Four,  probably. 

For  what  Length  of  Time  ? 

I  cannot  say  that  I  have  seen  them  lying  long  in  that  State,  because  there 
was  always  a  Person  watching  the  Moment  it  happened  to  report  it,  that  tfiey 
might  not  lie  in  that  State  for  One  Moment  longer  than  could  be  helped. 

The  Question  is,  whether  you  have  seen  People  continuing  to  lie  in  this 
State? 
No,  not  continuing ;  not  left  unnoticed. 

And  there  were  People  employed  to  prevent  that  ? 

Yes. 

Night  and  Day  were  there  People  employed  to  do  that  ? 
Yes,  for  the  Children  there  were,  I  know. 

For  the  old  People? 

For  the  old  I  do  not  believe  that  there  was  any  body  employed  to  ^t  up 
with  them. 

Was  there  any  Attempt  to  get  Persons  to  sit  up  with  them  all  Night  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  Wish  to  get  Nurses,  and  that  there  was 
an  Inability  to  get  them  ? 
There  was  no  Refusal  of  any  Nurses  that  I  heard  of. 

Was  there  any  Refusal  of  any  Washerwomen  ? 

And  all  that  were  wanted  were  got? 

Yes. 

.  Was  the  House  in^that  State  when  you  were  there  acting  as  Governor? 
No,  it  was  getting  much  better. 

When  it  was  in  this  State,  and  the  Men  were  lying  in  their  Faeces,  did  you 
describe  the  horrible  State  of  the  House  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

The  Doctor  knew  it ;  the  Visiting  Committee  knew  it  from  the  Doctor,  and 
they  knew  it  from  being  there. 

How  many  People  do  you  suppose  were  at  any  One  Time  in  this  State  from 
Diarrhcea  ? 
I  do  not  know ;  there  may  have  been  Ten  or  a  Dozen. 

Including  Children  and  old  People  ? 

Yes ;  I  do  not  suppose  there  would  be  more  than  that. 

Were  not  the  Children  sent  to  North  Petherton  ? 
At  last. 

Were  they  not  from  the  first  ? 

No ;  when  Mr.  King  considered  the  Disease  infectious  the  healthy  ones  were 
sent  away. 

Was  not  the  North  Petherton  Workkouse  all  along  the  Workhouse  appropriated 
to  Children  ? 

Not  for  all  of  them  ;  there  were  a  great  many  Children  there. 

Was  it  not  appropriated  to  Children,  and  nobody  else  ? 

Children  and  Women. 
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Was  it  not  intended  especially,  from  the  Beginning,  for  Children  ?                      Mr.John  Trood. 
Children  and  Women  I  always  understood.  . 

Were  not  the  Children  always  sent  there  from  the  Beginning,  long  before  this 
Complaint  ? 

The  Children  from  North  Petherton  Parish,  and  the  Parishes  near  there,  were 
sent  to  the  North  Petherton  House,  and  those  from  Bridgwater  and  the  Neigh- 
bourhood were  generally  sent  to  the  Bridgwater  House. 

The  Children  were  sent  to  the  Bridgwater  House,  were  they  ? 

Yes,  until  they  were  separated  on  account  of  the  Illness.  First  of  all  they 
were  sent  to  North  Petherton,  on  the  first  Formation  of  the  Union,  and  then 
there  were  some  sent  to  Bridgwater,  and  some  to  North  Petherton.  As  the 
Guardians  thought  fit  to  send  them  they  used  to  make  an  Order  which  House  to 
send  them  to. 

And  the  Children  were  not  sent  after  that  to  Petherton  more  than  to  Bridg- 
water  ? 
Tlje  Children  were  sent  according  to  the  Order  of  the  Board. 

The  Board  sent  them  to  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  indiscriminately  with 
the  Petherton  ? 

No ;  when  a  Family  applied  there  was  an  Order  given  that  they  were  to  be 
sent  *o  North  Petherton,  or  they  were  to  be  sent  to  Bridgwater. 

Were  the  Children  as  much  sent  to  Bridgwater  as  they  were  sent  to  North 
Petherton  ? 

Yes,  quite  as  much. 

You  understood  that  from  certain  Parishes  in  the  Neighbourhood  of  North 
Petherton  the  Children  were  sent  into  the  North  Petherton  House,  and  those 
living  more  in  the  Neighbourhood  of  Bridgwater  were  sent  to  the  Bridgwater 
House  ? 

Yes ;  that  is  what  I  understood  from  the  Orders,  which  I  always  saw. 

Was  it  generally  understood  in  the  Town  of  Bridgwater,  as  a  Matter  of 
Notoriety,  that  there  was  this  infectious  Complaint  raging  in  the  House  ? 
Some  People  thought  it  infectious,  and  some  did  not. 

Was  it  a  Matter  of  great  Notoriety  that  there  was  an  infectious  Complaint  • 

raging  in  the  Workhouse? 

Some  People  said  that  they  were  all  dying  there,  and  others  did  not  believe 
it ;  others  said  it  was  not  the  Case. 

Mr.  King  said  that  it  was  infectious  ? 
Yes. 

And  the  Visiting  Guardians  abstained  for  several  Weeks  from  visiting  j  can 
you  recollect  how  many  Weeks  ? 

Two  or  Three  Weeks ;  it  may  have  been  Four  Weeks. 

In  consequence  of  Advice  from  the  Medical  Man  ? 
I  suppose  it  was ;  I  cannot  tell. 

Who  were  the  Guardians  in  the  habit  of  visiting  at  that  Time? 
Mr.  William  Baker  was  one,  Mr.  Frederick  Axford,  and  Mr.  Colthurst,  and 
Mr.  Ruddock,  and  Mr.  Parsons  I  think,  and  Mr.  Thomas  Poole. 

Was  Mr.  Inman  one  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  at  that  Time,  because  the  Visiting  Committee 
were  not  appointed  at  any  Period  together,  but  for  different  Months. 

Was  Mr.  Inman  a  Guardian  at  that  Time  ? 

Yes. 

Was  he  a  Visiting  Guardian  ? 

He  was  sometimes  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee. 

Was  he  very  frequently  at  the  House  ? 

His  Time  was  not  very  long  as  a  Visitor ;  those  who  had  the  most  of  the 
Time  for  visiting  were  Mr.  Axford,  and  Mr.  Baker,  and  Mr.  Colthurst,  and 
Mr.  Thomas  Poole,  and  Mr.  Ruddock. 
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Mr.  John  Trood.        Mr.  Thomas  Poole  is  dead,  is  he  not  ? 
Yes. 

At  this  Time,  when  the  Diarrhoea  was  in  the  House,  was  it  known  that 
there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  House,  without  saying  whether  it  was  infectious 
or  not? 

Yes. 

Generally  known  in  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

You  heard  of  it  from  other  Persons  ? 

I  have  heard  many  People  speak  of  it  j  it  was  talked  of  there. 

At  that  Time  how  many  People  were  there  in  the  Workhouse? 
I  am  sure  I  cannot  state. 

Were  there  more  than  One  grown  Person  in  a  Bed  ? 
Yes ;  Two  Men  slept  together. 

Ever  more  than  Two  ? 

Two  Men  and  a  Boy  sometimes. 

What  do  you  call  a  Boy  ? 

From  Six  to  about  Fourteen  or  Fifteen. 

Were  there  Two  Women  in  a  Bed  ? 
Yes. 

And  Children  too  ? 
Yes. 

Girls  of  the  same  Sort  of  Age  ? 
Yes,  as  the  Boys,  to  make  Room. 

How  many  little  Children  were  in  Bed  together  ? 
Three  or  Four. 

Not  more  ? 

I  do  not  believe  there  were. 

And  those  Children  had,  several  of  them.  Diarrhoea  ? 

All  the  Children  that  had  the  Diarrhoea  were  in  a  Room  by  themselves. 

Was  there  more  than  One  sleeping  in  a  Bed  when  they  were  suffering  from 
Diarrhoea  ? 

Yes  J  the  Children  that  were  infected  were  carried  into  a  Room  by  them- 
selves. 

But  in  that  Room  did  they  sleep  in  separate  Beds  ? 
No  ;  Two  in  a  Bed  j  some  Four,  Two  at  the  Foot  and  Two  at  the  Head,  in 
some  of  the  Beds  with  small  Children. 

Gover  was  taken  ill ;  what  was  the  matter  witli  him  ? 
He  had  the  Diarrhoea. 

When  he  had  the  Diarrhoea  had  you  any  Conversation  with  him  about  it? 
Yes,  I  had  sometimes. 

What  did  he  state  ? 

That  the  House  was  infeqtious,  and  that  he  should  never  be  well  till  he  was 
away  from  it. 

His  Wife  was  unwell  ? 

His  Wife  complained  ;  I  do  not  know  that  she  was  so  violently  taken  as  he 
was. 

His  Children  were  unwell  ? 
Yes. 

Of  the  same  Disorder  ? 
Yes. 


And  he  always  stated  to  you  that  he  caught  it  in  the  House? 
Yes. 


Did 
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Did  you  have  any  Conversation  with  the  Wife  about  it  ?                                     Mr.  John  Trood. 
Yes  J  the  same  Conversation.  ■ 

Did  he  tell  you  when  he  caught  it  ? 
No. 

Did  he  teii  you  that  he  caught  it  in  consequence  of  lifting  a  Man  in  his 
Bed? 
No ;  I  never  heard  him  say  that,  as  I  can  remember. 

While  they  were  in  this  State,  Two  Men  and  sometimes  3  Boy  sleeping 
together  in  the  same  Bed,  and  Two  Women  in  the  same  Bed,  and  a  Child,  iq 
the  Way  you  have  mentioned,  were  they  constantly  sending  in  new  Persons 
into  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  being  sent  into  the  Work- 
house ? 

I  remember  him  very  well. 

Were  you  at  the  Workhouse  when  he  came  there  ? 
I  was. 

What  Bed  was  he  put  into  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  in  a  Bed  by  himself  or  with  another  Man ;  not 
with  his  Wife. 

Where  was  his  Wife  put  ? 

Into  the  Women's  Room,  »nd  the  Children  into  the  Children's  Room. 

Do  you  remember  in  what  Bed  ? 
No. 

Do  you  remember  whether  there  was  a  Corpse  lying  on  one  of  the  Beds,  and 
whether  that  Corpse  was  removed  to  make  Room  ? 

I  cannot  say  that }  if  the  Man  was  dead,  and  the  Body  was  taken  into  the 
Dead-house,  she  might  have  been  put  into  the  same  Bed,  but  I  cannot  say. 

Do  you  know  that  they  were  or  were  not  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Do  you  know  whether  the  Man  was  taken  away  and  put  into  a  Bed  with 
another  Man  ? 

I  cannot  say  j  I  remember  that  they  were  there  very  well. 

Kidner's  Wife  caught  the  Diarrhoea,  did  she  not  ? 

She  was  unwell ;  but  I  never  heard  that  it  was  Diarrhoea. 

Had  the  Children  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
They  were  a  little  unwell. 

Do  you  know  what  of? 
I  do  not. 

Was  there  not  some  Attempt  made  to  persuade  them  not  to  come  into  the 
Workhouse,  but  to  go  away,  and  that  they  wished  very  much  to  come  into  the 
House  ? 

I  do  not  know  any  thing  about  that.  I  know  that  Kidner's  Husband, 
Robert  Kidner,  or  John  Kidner,  was  a  very  improvident  Man,  and  spent  every 
thing  that  he  could  get ;  and  some  of  the  Neighbours  wished  her  to  go  into 
the  House  to  prevent  their  being  starved. 

Were  you  there  the  Night  that  they  came? 
X  es* 

Mr.  Baker  came  up  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  Mr.  Baker  sent  for  that  Night  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Did  you  send  for  him  ? 

I  might  have  sent  for  him ;  I  cannot  recollect. 
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Mr;  John  TroodU       ^^^  ^^^  Mr.  Baker  take  great  pains  to  persuade  them  not  to  enter  the 

House  ? 

I  cannot  say* 

Did  not  he  offer  to  find  them  Lodgings  if  they  did  not  come  in  ? 
I  cannot  recollect. 

Those  Children  were  put  into  another  Room  when  they  had  this  Disorder ; 
was  that  the  Case  with  the  grown  People  ? 

Some  of  them  had  Rooms  to  themselves ;  others  had  not. 

You  say  that  not  more  than  Two  or  Three  People  slept  in  a  Bed ;  had  some 
of  those  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Two  slept  in  a  Bed  who  had  Diarrhoea. 

You  have  been  asked  if  Mr.  Cover  was  a  Man  addicted  to  drinking ;  have 
you  seen  him  sometimes  intoxicated  ? 
Yes,  a  little. 

Was  he  ever  so  intoxicated  as  not  to  be  able  to  do  his  Business  ? 
I  never  saw  him  in  that  State. 

Was  there    any    Complaint  of  that  Sort  ever  made  against  him  by  the 
Guardians  ? 
I  do  not  know ;  I  never  heard  of  any  being  made  by  the  Guardians. 

You  say  Mr.  Baker    regularly  attended  the  Workhouse   even  when  the 
Diarrhoea  was  prevailing  ? 

Yes ;  I  believe  he  came  regularly  some  Part  of  the  Week. 

Did  not  Mr.  Weale  sometimes  attend  when  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging  ? 
I  never  saw  him  there. 

Do  you  know  Mr,  Weale,  the  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner  ? 
Yes. 

He  used  to  attend  before  the  Diarrhoea  came  into  the  House  ? 
I  never  saw  him  but  once  before  the  Diarrhoea  j  he  was  there  twice  during 
the  whole  Time. 

Was  he  in  the  House  during  the  Time  Diarrhoea  was  there  ? 
I  cannot  say ;  I  do  not  recollect  whether  he  was  in  the  House  or  not  at  that 
Time. 

The  Visiting  Committee,  when  they  did  attend,  where  did  they  hold  their 
Meeting  ? 
In  what  is  called  the  Pay-room  of  the  Workhouse. 

Did  not  they  remove  from  the  Pay-room  of  the  Workhouse  to  some  other 
Place  ? 
No. 

Is  that  Pay-room  attached  to  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes. 

Is  there  any  Communication  with  it  ? 

Yes ;  as  you  go  in  at  the  Front  Door  the  Pay-room  is  the  Right  Hand  Side, 
and  the  Governor's  Room  on  the  Left. 

Was  there  any  Danger  of  Infection  there  ? 

Yes  i  if  there  is  Infection  that  is  as  dangerous  as  any  Part. 

Did  they  come  there  ? 

No. 

Only  Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Axford  they  constituted  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
They  did  not  come  at  the  regular  Time. 

Did  you  ever  hear  the  Reason  why  those  Gentlemen  whose  Duty  it  was  to 
visit  the  Workhouse  did  not  visit  at  that  Time  as  they  did  at  others  ? 
No. 

Did 
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Did  you  ever  hear  it  said  that  it  was  because  of  the  Diarrhoea  ?  Mu  John  Trood. 

I  have  heard  others  say  that  it  was,  but  I  have  not  heard  them  say  so.  ■ 

Whom  have  you  heard  say  that  ? 

Some  of  the  People  in  Bndgwater ;  not  the  Guardians.  I  have  heard  Gover 
say  so,  and  his  Wife. 

Though  they  absented   themselves,  did   they  not   send  Paupers  into  the 
House  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes. 

A  great  many? 
I  cannot  say. 

More  than  One,  Two,  or  Three  ? 
Yes. 

And  the  Children  that  were  sent  afterwards  to  the  Petherton  Workhouse 
were  sent  away  after  the  Disorder  was  infectious  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  when  the  Alteration  of  Diet  took  place  ? 
Tliat  was  since  I  left. 

But  you  state  that  you  remember  the  Gruel  being  given  up  for  a  Time, 
and  Rice  substituted  for  it  ? 

For  the  Children.    That  was  by  Order  of  the  Medical  Officer. 

Did  the  Children  get  better  upon  that  ? 
I  did  not  see  any  Difference  in  them  at  all. 

They  still  continued  ill  ? 
They  did. 

It  did  not  affect  you ;  your  Stomach  was  well  stored  before  you  took  this 
Gruel? 

It  did  not  affect  me. 

But  you  know  that  it  affected  Gover  ? 

I  do  not  believe  that  Gover  ever  tasted  it  in  his  Life. 

But  he  had  the  Diarrhoea? 
Yes. 

And  his  Wife  was  unwell,  and  the  Children  had  not  tasted  the  Gruel,  but 
still  they  had  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  do  not  believe  they  had  tasted  the  Gruel. 

Did  those  Guardians  who  had  absented  themselves  during  some  Time  come 
back  again  and  attend  as  usual  ? 

Yes. 

Was  not  that  after  the  Diarrhoea  had  ceased  ? 

Yes. 

Did  you  know  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  before  the  new  Poor  Law  was 
introduced  ? 

Yes ;  many  Years.    I  have  lived  in  Bridgwater  Twenty-six  Years. 

You  say  you  never  saw  the  unfortunate  Persons  while  the  Faeces  was 
cleaned  from  them,  but  you  saw  the  Beds  cleaned  often  ? 

Yes. 

Beds  in  which  Two  People  were  sleeping? 

Yes. 

Do  you  know  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  Faeces  having  come  from 
them? 

Yes,  certainly  it  was.     They  were  very  much  purged  at  that  Time. 

Have  you  not  seen  it  on  the  Floors? 

No ;  to  the  best  of  my  Knowledge  I  have  not  seen  it  there. 

You  will  not  undertake  to  say  that  you  have  not  seen  it  ? 
X  will  undertake  to  say  that  I  do  not  recollect  seeing  it* 
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Mr.  John  TrooU.        You  Say  Persons  were  appointed  to  sit  up  with  the  Children  ? 
"'  Yes. 

Why  were  they  appointed  to  sit  up  with  them  ? 

To  take  care  of  them,  and  give  them  any  thing  which   was  ordered  by  the 
Medical  Man. 

And  clean  them  when  they  were  dirty  ? 
Yes. 

There  was  no  Person  appointed  to  sit  up  with  the  old  People  ? 

No, 

Then  those  Persons  must  have  lain  in  their  Filth,  if  they  happened  to  have 
Evacuations  early  in  the  Nighty  till  the  next  Morning  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  positively  know  that  no  Person  was  appointed  to  sit  up  with  them  ? 
I  do  not  think  that  any  one  was. 

There  was  no  Refusal  of  Nurses  ? 

No  i  those  who  used  to  wash  were  employed  as  Nurses. 

If  any  Person  shall  have  said  here  that  Persons  were  applied  to  to  come  to 
act  as  Nurses,  and  would  not  come,  do  you  mean  to  say  that  they  have  stated 
that  wliich  is  not  true  ? 

I  am  confident  that  they  would  have  come  unless  they  had  something  to  do 
before. 

Although  they  had  heard  from  the  Report  in  the  Town  that  Diarrhoea  was 
infectious,  you  think  they  would  willingly  have  come  ? 
I  think  they  would  if  they  had  not  been  engaged  before. 

,  That  Opinion  only  prevailed  partially,  and  to  a  certain  Extent,  among  a 
certain  Class  of  People  in  the  Town,  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  infectious  ? 
Yes. 

There  were  others  who  did  not  believe  it  ? 
Yes. 

You  have  been  asked  about  the  Attendance  of  Mr.  Weale,  and  you  say  that 
he  attended  only  Once  or  Twice  before  the  Diarrhoea,  and  never  afterwards ; 
do  you  know  that  he  was  in  Bridgwater? 

I  did  not  mean  to  say  that  Mr.  Weale  did  not  attend  afterwards;  I  cannot 
say  the  precise  Time  that  he  did  attend;  I  do  not  know  that  he  did  not 
attend  afterwards,  but  I  did  not  see  him  there. 

Have  you  seen  him  Three  Times  or  Twice  in  the  House  ? 
Only  Twice  in  the  House. 

At  what  Period  was  that  ? 

One  was  not  very  long  after  the  Union  was  formed,  but  how  long  I  cannot 
say.  He  came  in  in  the  Morning  very  early ;  he  might  have  come  several  Times 
when  I  knew  nothing  about  it. 

Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Weale  was  at  any  Time  in  the  Town  of  Bridg- 
water, and  attended  the  Board,  without  coming  to  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  believe  he  was.     I  think  I  have  heard  Gover  say  that  he  was. 

Do  not  you  know  that  he  sent  one  Night  to  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse, 
when  he  was  in  Bridgwater  ? 
I  think  he  did. 

Did  he  come  to  the  Workhouse  that  Night  ? 
That  I  cannot  say. 

Was  not  the  Diarrhoea  raging  in  the  Workhouse  then  ? 
That  I  do  not  know. 

Do  you  remember  any  Observations  that  were  made  either  to  Gover  or  to 

yourself,  by  the  Medical  Man,  with  respect  to  the  intemperate  Habits  of  Gover  ? 

Yes  J  1  heard  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Poole  both  say  at  different  Times,  that  if 

Gover 
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Gover  did  not  give  up  drinking  he  would  not  live  but  a  very  short  Time ;  he    Mr.  John  Trood. 

must  go  oflF  soon  j  they  said  that  to  him  in  my  Presence,  and  they  have  said . 

that  to  me. 

They  must  then  have  had  a  Knowledge  that  those  Habits  of  his  were  very 
intemperate? 
I  dare  say  they  had  ;  no  Doubt  of  it. 

But  you  told  the  Committee  just  now  that  his  Habits  were  not  very  intem- 
perate? 

I  did  not  see  him  drunk ;  he  came  home  late  at  Night  after  I  was  gone. 

Did  you  not  often  sit  up  to  let  him  in  ? 

No,  because  I  went  home  at  Half  past  Nine.  . 

Have  you  not  stayed  to  let  him  in  when  he  was  drunk  ? 
No. 

Do  you  remember  his  coming  home  with  a  Black  Eye? 
No. 

You  thought  that  his  Wife  was  the  fittest  Person  to  take  care  of  him  upon 
those  Occasions  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  that  you  knew  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  before  the  Poor  Law  was 
introduced  ;  did  you  ever  see  it  so  crowded  before  as  it  has  been  since  ? 
I  never  went  over  it  when  it  was  full. 

You  s^  that  there  were  People  ordered  into  the  House  during  the  Time 
that  the  Diarrhoea  prevailed  ;  were  additional  Beds  ordered? 
There  were ;  but  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  on  account  of  the  Diarrhoea. 

Was  that  after  the  Diarrhoea? 
I  cannot  say  when  that  was. 

When  those  People  with  Diarrhoea  were  sleeping  Two  in  a  Bed,  you  cannot 
say  that  additional  Beds  were  ordered  ? 

No. 

You  know  that  you  have  seen  Two  People  with  Diarrhoea  sleeping  in  the 
sanne  Bed  ? 

No,  not  in  the  same  Bed. 

One  with  Diarrhoea,  and  One  without  ? 

Yes  J  or  they  may  both  have  had  the  Diarrhoea  j  I  cannot  say. 

Were  they  old  People  ? 
Yes. 

Women  or  Men  ? 

I  never  went  to  see  the  Women  ;  I  only  went  to  see  the  Men. 

Did  Gover  make  any  Reply  to  those  Medical  Men  when  they  urged  upon 
him  the  Necessity  of  abstaining  from  drinking  ? 
No. 

Are  you  quite  sure  that  you  have  heard  Mr.  King  tell  Gover  that  if  he  did 
not  leave  off  drinking  he  would  kill  himself? 
Yes. 

More  than  once  ? 

Yes ;  he  has  told  Gover  and  me  several  different  Times.  Whether  Gover 
was  present  more  than  once  I  cannot  say. 

He  has  told  you  that  several  Times,  and  you  are  certain  that  he  has 
told  Gover  that  once  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  have  told  Gover. 

Gover  is  then  of  intemperate  Habits  ? 

He  is  in  the  habit  of  staying  out  and  drinking  in  a  Manper  that  is  not  good 
for  his  State  of  Health.  He  has  not  been  in  a  good  State  of  Health  for  many 
Years. 
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Mr.  John Trood.        ^^  ^^  never  absolutely  dead  drunk? 
'  No  J  he  could  always  do  his  Business. 

They  told  him  that  if  he  did  not  give  up  drinking  he  would  do  himsdf 
an  Injury  ? ' 
Yes. 

Was  that  after  his  Illness  ? 
Yes. 

Did  that  Remark  of  the  Medical  Men  refer  to  his  general  Habits,  or  to  the 
State  of  Body  in  which  he  was  in  consequence  of  his  Illness  ? 
I  suppose  it  was  in  consequence  of  his  Illness  at  the  Time. 

Wertf  those  Observations  never  made  before  ? 
I  never  heard  them  before. 

How  long  did  you  stay  there  after  Gover  came  back  ? 
I  was  not  there  but  a  very  little  Time  afterwards. 

And  Mr.  King  has  oftentimes  said  this  to  you  ? 
Yes. 

Was  it  after  Gover  came  back  ? 

It  was  just  before  he  went  away,  and  while  he  was  gone,  and  when  he  came 
back. 

That  if  he  did  not  leave  off  his  drunken  Habits  he  would  very  soon  be 
dead? 
Yes. 

Were  the  Words  *«  Drunken  Habits'*  ? 
No. 

What  were  the  Words  ? 

That  if  he  did  not  leave  off  drinking  he  would  be  dead  in  a  short  Time.  I 
am  not  sure  that  ^^  Drunken  Habits''  were  not  the  Words  used  upon  some 
Occasions. 

The  Subject  was  mentioned  Two  or  Three  Times  by  the  Medical  Men? 
Yes. 

At  One  Time  they  might  have  made  use  of  the  Words  "  Drunken  Habits," 
and  at  another  Time  of  the  Word  **  Drinking"  ? 

Yes. 

Drinking  would  have  been  very  improper  at  any  Time,   but  still  more 
improper  when  he  was  recovering  from  this  dreadful  Disease,  would  it  not? 
Yes. 

Are  you  aware  that  there  was  any  Feeling  in  the  Minds  of  the  People  in 
Bridgwater  and  the  Neighbourhood  of  Dread  of  coming  into  the  House  on 
account  of  the  Diarrhoea? 

I  do  not  know. 

Do  you  think  there  was  ? 

I  have  no  Doubt  that  some  were  afraid  to  come  into  the  House ;  poor 
People  are  soon  terrified.  I  do  not  know  One  Person  who  refused  to  go  in 
on  account  of  it« 

Did  you  ever  hear  One  Person  named  as  dreading  the  Workhouse,  and 
wishing  to  avoid  coming  into  it,  on  account  of  the  Diarrhoea? 
No  ;  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Sort. 

Did  yom  eyer  hear  any  People  in  the  House  express  Anger  or  Grief  that 
they  had  been  put  into  the  Workhouse,  in  consequence  of  the  Complaint 
prevailing  in  it  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  I  might  or  not ;  perhaps  some  might  have  [ 
after  they  had  been  there,  and  said  they  should  not  have  been  sent  there. 

Do  you  believe  that  you  jever  beard  any  one  say  so  ? 
I  cannot  say,  for  the^re  was  so  much  Gjrumbling  amongst  them  that  I  cannot 
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bear  it  all  in  my  Mind;  they  were  always  grumbling  about  something  or    Mr.JohnTrood. 
other.  — — — 

^  What  were  they  grumbling  about  ? 
They  all  grumbled. 

Did  the  People  in  the  North  Petherton  House  grumble  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  they  grumble  about  there? 

They  cried  out  that  they  never  got  enough  to  eat. 

Who  said  that? 

The  People  in  the  House. 

Can  you  name  any  one  Person  who  said  that  ? 
No,  I  cannot. 

Was  that  the  Subject  of  grumblin^s^  ?  You  say  they  were  always  grumbling 
about  something  or  another  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse ;  did  they  grumble 
about  not  having  enough  to  eat  ? 

Yes }  they  are  always  finding  some  Fault ;  they  have  not  Bed  Clothes 
enough,  or  they  are  too  hot,  or  some  other  Fault. 

Did  they  find  Fault  that  they  had  not  Beds  enough  ? 

No. 

Did  they  complain  of  being  Two  in  a  Bed  ? 
No. 

Or  of  being  Three  in  a  Bed  ? 

I  do  not  believe  that  there  were  Three  grown  People  put  into  One  Bed. 

Two  grown  People  and  a  Boy  ;  did  they  complain  of  that? 
No,  I  do  not  know  that  they  did. 

Do  not  you  know  that  the  Visiting  Committee  ordered  Beds  whenever  they 
chose,  and  that  the  Board  of  Guardians  made  no  Objection  ? 

Yes. 

And  all  the  Beds  that  had  been  in  use  under  the  old  System  were  in  the 
House  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes. 

And  some  additional  Beds  ? 

Yes ;  but  some  of  the  Beds  that  were  ordered  were  sent  to  North  Petherton. 

Have  you  not  heard  the  Poor  of  the  Town  of  Bridgwater  complain  of  People 
being  sent  into  the  Workhouse  while  this  Disorder  was  supposed  to  be  pre* 
vailing  there  ? 

I  have  heard  those  Remarks. 

Have  you  not  heard  them  over  and  over  again  in  the  Town  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  the  People  grumbled }  do  not  the  Poor  in  general  object  very  much 
to  go  into  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes,  some  do. 

Do  not  the  greater  Number  ? 
I  believe  they  do. 

Why  do  they  object;  what  is  the  Ground  of  their  Objection  ? 

Because  they  do  not  know  that  they  are  so  well  off  before  they  have  tried  it  j 
many  who  wished  not  to  be  sent  in  are  very  glad  afterwards  that  they 
went  in. 

Do  you  find  that  at  Sherborne  ? 
Yes. 

And  did  you  find  that  to  be  the  Case  at  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes.    Some  People  will  never  be  satisfied  with  any  thing. 

Some  were  satisfied  during  the  Time  of  this  Illness  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  John  Trood^       And  glad  to  be  there  ? 
Yes. 


They  were  more  comfortable  there  than  at  home  ? 
Yes. 

They  considered  it  to  be  a  Place  of  Shelter  and  of  Comfort? 
Yes. 

Old  People? 
Yes. 

And  the  young  People  ? 

Some  of  those  did  not  like  it  because  they  were  kept  to  Work  ;  they  did 
not  like  the  Discipline  of  the  House. 

But  many  found  themselves  very  comfortable  there,  and  were  grateful  for 
Admission,  even  during  the  Prevalence  of  this  Disorder? 
Yes. 

And  those  not  Idiots  or  Fools  ? 
No. 

Perhaps  you  considered  them  the  wiser  Part  ? 
Yes,  I  did. 

Have  not  the  poor  People  a  great  Dread  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes. 

The  more  idle  they  are  the  more  they  object  to  it  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  not  known  industrious  Men  object  to  it  ? 
Yes. 

And  many  of  those  when  they  have  gone  into  the  Workhouse  have  found 
themselves  comfortable  there  ? 
Yes. 

Have  not  you  known  them  go  out  in  inclement  Seasons  of  the  Year  to  avoid 
remaining  there  ? 

Yes,  I  nave  known  that. 

At  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was  so  prevalent  in  the  Workhouse  was  it  pre- 
valent in  the  Town  of  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes,  it  was  in  the  Town. 

Was  it  much  talked  of? 
Yes. 

Was  it  not  a  particularly  unhealthy  Season  ;  was  not  the  Influenza  very  pre- 
valent ? 
Yes. 

Was  it  in  Bridgwater  and  the  Neighbourhood  of  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes ;  all  over  England  I  have  heard. 

When  was  that  ? 

From  September  till  March  1836  and  1837. 

Through  the  whole  Winter  ? 

Yes  i  it  raged  in  our  Neighbourhood  for  several  Months  ;  many  People  died. 
It  was  between  that  Time  and  Lady  Day  that  I  was  affected  witli  it  myself} 
I  was  very  weak. 

You  stated  that  you  went  over  to  Taunton  once  or  twice  a  Week  ? 
Once  a  Week. 

Was  that  to  assist  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  there  ? 
Yes. 

In  the  same  Way  as  you  assisted  Mr.  Gover  ? 
Yes. 

Did 
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Did  any  die  of  Diarrhoea  in  the  Town  of  Bridgwater  ?                                         Mr.  John  Trood. 
Yes,  I  have  no  Doubt  that  they  did,  but  I  do  not  recollect  them  now,  » 

You  do  not  know  an  Instance  ? 
No. 

How  many  died  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  think  Three  died  of  Diarrhoea. 

Did  they  use  Gruel  at  Taunton  ? 
Yes. 

Did  they  have  Diarrhoea  there  ? 
Yes,  for  a  little  Time. 

Not  to  the  same  Extent  as  at  Bridgwater  ? 
No. 

Did  they  persevere  in  the  Gruel  ? 
Yes. 

And  the  Diarrhoea  disappeared  ? 
Yes. 

It  did  not  disappear  in  consequence  of  using  Gruel  ? 
No ;  but  it  disappeared  notwithstanding  the  Gruel. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Eleven  o'Clock. 
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Die  Martis,  24"  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Evidence  on  the 

Operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  Amend* 
ment  Act. 

Mr.  ROBERT  JOLLIFFE  COLTHURST  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  Mr.  R.T^oithurH. 

follows :  —— _^«. 

WHERE  do  you  reside? 
At  Bridgwater. 

In  what  Profession  are  you  ? 

I  am  not  in  any  Profession  ;  I  am  living  upon  my  Means. 

Have  you  not  been  employed  by  Mr.  Bowen  ? 

I  was  with  him  for  a  short  Time,  merely  for  an  Hour  in  the  Day. 

In  what  Capacity  ? 

I  posted  his  Ledger  for  him  in  his  Business. 

As  a  Friend  ? 

I  have  known  Mr.  Bowen  for  many  Years. 

You  posted  his  Ledger  as  a  Friend  ? 
jl  es. 

Receiving  no  Salary  for  it  ? 

I  did  receive  a  Remuneration  for  it  in  Money. 

Were  you  a  Member  of  the  Bridgwater  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
I  was. 

From  March  1836  to  March  1837  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  been  since  ? 
No,  I  have  not. 

Were  you  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
I  was  during  the  first  Year. 

When  were  the  first  Complaints  made  of  Illness  in  the  House  inconsequence 
of  the  Gruel? 

I  made  no  Memorandum  ;  I  really  cannot  charge  my  Memory  unless  I  could 
berefreshed ;  I  had  no  Idea  of  ever  coming  here. 

Was  it  in  the  Summer,  or  the  Autumn^  or  the  Spring? 
It  must  have  been  in  the  Autumn. 

In  what  Year  ? 
In  1836. 

Do  you  remember  when  the  new  Dietary  was  established  in  the  Work- 
house? 
I  do. 

What  Time  of  the  Year  was  that? 
I  cannot  recollect  the  Month. 

Was  it  in  the  Month  of  August  ? 
I  cannot  recollect. 

Until  that  Time  you  had  continued  the  old  Dietary  of  the  Milk  ? 
Yes. 
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Mr.  R.J.  Coithunt.      And  then  it  was  changed  to  Gruel  ? 
"  It  was. 

Was  it  soon  after  the  Change  in  the  Dietary  that  the  Illness  began  in  the 
House  ? 

I  should  think  it  was  within  a  Month  or  Six  Weeks  j  but  perhaps  I  ought  to 
say  that  during  the  Holidays  my  Children  were  from  School,  and  I  was  from 
home  the  whole  of  the  Time.  I  was  then  ill  till,  I  think,  the  latter  End  of 
August,  or  the  Beginning  of  September. 

When  you  recovered  and  returned  to  your  Duties  as  Guardian  and  Visitor 
did  you  find  Illness  in  the  House  ? 
I  did. 

Was  any  thing  upon  that  Subject  stated  at  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
There  was. 

At  what  Time  was  it  first  stated  ? 
I  cannot  recollect. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  King,  the  Medical  OflScer,  writing  a  Letter  to  the 
Board  upon  that  Subject  ? 
I  do. 

When  that  Letter  was  produced  at  the  Board  was  there  any  Discussion  upon 
the  Subject  of  the  Sickness  in  the  House  ? 
There  was. 

Of  what  Nature  j  upon  the  Subject  of  the  Matters  pointed  out  by  Mr.  King, 
or  upon  the  general  State  of  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House? 
Upon  that  Letter. 

You  stated  just  now  that  when  Illness  was^  in  the  House  it  was  mentioned 
at  the  Board  ? 
Yes }  previous  to  that  Letter  it  was  mentioned. 

By  whom  ? 

I  think  it  was  Mr.  Baker  or  Mr.  Axford  ;  I  really  do  jiot  know  which ;  it  was 
one  of  the  Visiting  Committee. 

Were  there  not  Five  Guardians  from  the  Parish  of  Bridgwater? 
Myself  and  Mr.  Evans,  and  Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Axford,  and  Mr.  Inman. 

Is  not  Mr.  Inman  an  ex  officio  Guardian? 
He  was  elected  in  the  first  Year. 

You  say  the  State  of  the  House  had  been  mentioned  before  the  Letter  of 
Mr.  King  ? 

Yes. 

By  whom  ? 

Mr.  King  came  into  our  Room,  and  gave  his  Opinion  of  the  Diet,  and  then 
it  was  mentioned  at  the  Board  by  Mr.  Axford,  or  Mr.  Baker. 

What  did  Mr.  King  say  when  he  came  in  ? 

He  was  sent  for  by  the  Visiting  Committee  ;  we  wanted  to  ask  his  Opinion. 

On  what  Account  was  he  sent  for  ? 

From  there  being  so  much  ill  Health  in  the  House ;  and  believing  that  the 
Diet  was  injurious  the  Medical  Man  was  sent  for,  and  he  gave  his  Opinion 
that  it  was  injurious. 

When  was  this  ? 

I  do  not  know  the  Date. 

Was  it  in  August,  or  October,  or  November  ? 
I  really  do  not  recollect. 

How  long  previous  to  the  Letter  from  Mr.  King  ? 

I  think  the  Letter  must  have  followed  in  a  Week  or  a  Fortnight }  the 
Letter  was  not  on  the  same  Day  as  this  Communication. 
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Can  you  recollect  who  were  present  at  that  Visiting  Committee  which  sent  Mr.R.J.Coiihunu 

for  Mr.  King  ?  

I  was  there ;  Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Axford  were  also  present. 

Was  any  body  else  there  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

You  are  quite  sure  they  were  there  ? 
I  am. 

That  was  at  least  a  Week  before  the  Letter? 

The  Letter  must  have  followed  the  Week  following,  I  think. 

What  did  Mr.  King  say  upon  that  Occasion,  when  he  was  sent  for  by  the 
Visiting  Committee  ? 

That  he  thought  the  Diet  unwholesome. 

What  did  you  do  as  the  Visiting  Committee  in  consequence  of  that  ? 
We  stated  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical  Man. 

Had  the  Visiting  Committee  been  visiting  the  House  that  Day  ? 
We  met  that  Morning  at  the  Board ;  the  Board  sat  at  Eleven  or  Twelve 
o'clock }  we  met  at  Nine  in  the  Poorhouse,  in  the  Visiting  Comddittee  Room. 

Had  you  visited  the  House  that  Morning  ? 

Yes. 

In  what  State  did  you  find  the  House  that  Morning  ? 

In  a  State  of  Sickness. 

Was  it  full? 

Yes  J  it  had  been  full  for  a  long  Time. 

And  the  Circumstance  of  it  being  in  a  State  of  Sickness  induced  you  to 
send  for  the  Medical  Man? 
Yes. 

Had  it  been  in  a  State  of  Sickness  for  some  Weeks  previously  ? 
I  think  it  had,  if  I  can  charge  my  Memory. 

And  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  was  brought  to  your  Notice  by  your  own 
personal  Inspection,  and  by  the  Reports  in  the  Book  ? 
Yes. 

Which  of  the  Reports  was  it  that  brought  to  your  Mind  the  State  of  Sick- 
ness in  the  House  ?  On  the  4th  of  October  you  yourself  visit  the  House,  and 
to  the  Question,  **  Are  the  Inmates  generally  healthy,  or  is  there  any  Sickness 
prevalent  among  them ;  if  so,  state  Particulars,  and  especially  if  any  dangerous 
or  highly  infectious  Disease  is  in  the  House?**  your  Answer  is  **  Yes.**  On 
the  11th  of  October  Mr.  Baker  visits,  and  he  answers  the  same  Question, 
'^Yes,  excepting  some  Sickness  among  the  Children."  On  the  18th  of 
October  Mr.  Baker  visits,  and  answers  the  same  Question,  **  Yes,**  that  is, 
generally  healthy,  "  except  some  Sickness  among  the  Children.**  Which  of 
those  Entries  was  it  that  brought  to  your  Mind  such  a  Knowledge  of  such  a 
Degree  of  Sickness  in  the  House  as  induced  you  to  send  for  Mr.  King ;  you 
say  that  you  sent  for  Mr.  King  in  consequence  of  a  Knowledge  of  a  Degree  of 
Illness  in  the  House  that  required  you  to  consult  Mr.  King,  and  that  was 
brought  to  your  Mind  by  the  Entries  in  the  Book,  and  by  personal  Inspection  ? 

I  am  quite  sure  there  was  Sickness  in  the  House,  but  how  we  had  observed 
it  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  recollect.  There  was  great  Sickness ;  we  sent  for 
the  Medical  Man ;  that  was  a  Proof  that  there  was  Sickness. 

You  sent  for  the  Medical  Man  at  least  a  Week  before  the  25th  of  October  ? 
I  cannot  answer  the  Question  as  to  the  Date. 

Have  you  a  distinct  Recollection  of  that  Meeting  of  the  Committee,  and 
sending  for  the  Medical  Man? 
I  perfectly  recollect  it. 

Are  you  perfectly  sure  that  it  was  previous  to  the  25th  of  October,  which 
was  the  Day  on  which  the  Letter  from  Mr.  King  was  read  at  the  Board  ? 
It  was  previous  to  that, 
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Mr.R.  J.  Coithuut.      You  are  sure  it  was  not  the  same  Day  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  of  that. 

Then  after  this  Meeting  in  which  you  had  had  Mr.  King's  Presence,  at  the 
next  Board  Day  or  on  that  same  Day»  did  you  report  to  the  Board  the  State  of 
the  House  ? 

The  Report  was  regularly  laid  before  the  Board. 

Did  you  state  to  the  Chairman  or  any  Part  of  the  Board  that  the  House 
was  in  a  very  sickly  State,  and  required  some  Alteration  ? 
There  was  a  personal  Communication  by  Mr.  Baker  or  Mr.  Axford. 

Were  you  present  ? 

Perhaps  I  might  have  been,  but  I  do  not  recollect  now ;  I  went  from  the 
Committee  Room  with  them  to  the  Board,  and  one  of  the  Committee  carried 
the  Book. 

Who  carried  it  ? 

I  do  not  recollect ;  but  we  went  immediately  to  the  Board,  and  a  CommuDica- 
tion  was  made. 

The  Entry  in  the  Book  was  communicated  to  the  Board  ? 
Yes ;  and  there  was  also  a  verbal  Communication. 

You  do  not  recollect  who  made  it  ? 

No. 

Did  you  hear  the  Answer  ? 

My  Impression  is  that  there  was  no  Answer,  that  no  Notice  was  taken  of  it 

Do  you  recollect  whether  that  Communication  was  made  in  a  formal  Wijr 
by  the  Person  who  made  it,  as  the  Spokesman  of  the  Committee,  on  his  Legs? 

I  should  say  on  his  Legs ;  I  mean  that  he  made  that  Communication  as  the 
Organ  of  the  Committee. 

But  you  are  not  aware  that  any  Answer  was  given  ? 
I  am  not. 

Are  you  sure  you  heard  this  Communication  made? 
I  am  iquite  sure  of  it. 

Can  you  recollect  in  what  Words  it  was  made  ? 
No. 

No  Discussion  took  place  upon  it  ? 
I  have  no  Recollection  of  any. 

Were  you  very  much  impressed  with  the  Degree  of  Sickness  in  the  House? 
Yes, 

No  Answer  being  given  to  this  Communication,  did  you  yourself,  or  did 
either  of  the  other  Gentlemen,  get  up  and  address  the  Chairman,  and  call  the 
Attention  of  the  Board  to  this  Subject  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  any  thing  following  this  whatever. 

Was  any  Motion  made  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  any  thing  following  it* 

Do  you  mean  that  you  are  sure  that  nothing  took  place  afterwards,  or  that 
you  do  not  recollect  any  thing  further  taking  place  ? 
I  am  almost  sure  that  nothing  more  took  place. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  do  not  recollect  any  thing  taking  place  further, 
or  that  you  yourself  believe  that  nothing  further  took  place  ? 

I  think  I  may  say  that  nothing  further  took  place,  from  a  Letter  following 
it  bringing  up  the  Subject  again. 

Was  the  Communication  made  in  this  sort  of  Way :  ^*  I  am  sorry  to  say,  Sir, 
there  is  a  deal  of  Sickness  in  the  House''? 

I  do  not  recollect  the  Form  of  Words,  but  it  was  given  as  the  Opinion  of 
the  Medical  Man  that  there  was  Sickness  in  the  House,  and  that  it  was  the 
Opinion  of  the  Medical  Man  that  it  was  caused  by  the  Gruel. 

6  It 
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It  was  not  till  the  next  Board  Day  that  a  Letter  from  Mr.  King  was  Mr.R.J.Coithurst. 
received  ?  ^ 

Certainly  not. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  it  was  stated  on  that  Occasion  that  Diarrhoea  was 
existing  in  the  House  ? 
Yes,  Diarrhoea. 

And  that  it  was  infectious,  was  that  stated  ? 
That  was  stated. 

You  are  sure  of  that  ? 

It  was  so  far  stated  that  I  was  recommended  not  to  go  into  the  House. 

Qn  this  Occasion,  previous  to  the  25th  of  October,  was  it  communicated  to 
the  Board  that  there  was  Illness  in  the  House  which  was  Diarrhoea  ? 

It  was  stated  that  it  was  Diarrhoea ;  but  whether  it  was  stated  to  be  infectious 
I  cannot  recollect. 

But  the  Statement  was  made  by  the  Visiting  Committee  that  Diarrhoea  was 
existing  ? 
Yes. 

Are  you  sure  of  that  ? 
Yes,  quite  sure. 

Was  it  stated  that  it  was  infectious  ? 
I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

When  that  Letter  from  Mr.  King  was  read  at  the  Board  was  there  any 
Discussion  upon  it,  or  what  was  done  upon  it  ? 

I  do  not  think  I  was  present  at  that  Time ;  I  do  not  remember  it. 

Afler  that  Letter  from  Mr.  King  there  was  some  Alteration  in  the  Diet  with 
respect  to  the  sick  and  the  Children  ? 
There  was. 

Did  the  sick  and  the  Children  get  better  upon  that  Change  of  Diet  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Did  the  Diarrhoea  continue  and  increase  in  the  House  ? 
I  cannot  answer  that  Question ;  I  do  not  know. 

It  appears  from  the  Book  that  you  were  present  at  the  Board  on  the  S5th  of 
October,  but  you  do  not  recollect  what  passed  ? 
I  do  not. 

Do  you  not  recollect  that  the  Proposal  was  assented  to  ? 
I  do  not. 

You  do  not  know  what  was  done  about  it  ? 
I  do  not. 

You  do  not  remember  any  Discussion  or  Remarks  being  made  at  the  Time 
upon  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

When  was  it  that  the  increasing  State  of  this  Illness  in  the  House  was  again 
brought  to  your  Notice  j  how  soon  after  that  ? 

I  could  not  say,  unless  I  could  be  at  all  assisted  by  any  Memorandum. 

Do  you  remember  at  any  other  Time  after  this  25th  of  October  any  thing 
being  said  at  the  Board,  or  amongst  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee, 
with  respect  to  the  State  of  Health  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House  ? 

I  do  not. 

Did  you  visit  the  House  after  the  25th  of  October  ? 

Yes ;  I  think  I  must  have  visited ;  but  I  was  very  little  in  the  House* 

Did  you  ever  attend  the  Visiting  Committee  after  the  25th  of  October? 
Yes ;  undoubtedly  I  did. 
(15LS2.)  7H4  Then, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1168    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.  R.  j.Qdthurst.      Then,  when  you  attended  the  Visiting  Committee  after  the  25th  of  October 

did  you  ever  hear  any  thing  of  the  State  of  the  House  ? 

I  do  not  know  at  what  Date  it  was ;  but  the  Sickness  continued  for  some 
Time. 

Did  you  visit  again  upon  the  8th  of  November  ? 
I  do  not  remember. 

Your  Name  appears  on  the  Book  on  that  Day ;  your  Entry  in  the  Book  is, 
"  The  Health  or  the  Inmates  of  the  House  is  rapidly  improving"? 
That  must  be  correct. 

From  the  Month  of  October  to  Christmas  was  there  at  any  Time  any  thmg 
said^  or  any  Discussion  at  the  Board  of  Guardians,  upon  the  Subject  of  the 
State  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House? 

I  cannot  call  to  my  Recollection  any  particular  Time. 

Did  you  frequently  hear  at  the  Board  of  Guardians  Representations  inade 
to  the  Board,  either  by  the  Visiting  Committee  or  by  somebody  else,  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  Sickness  in  the  House,  and  of  this  Diarrhoea  ? 

Undoubtedly ;  the  Report  every  Week  would  give  the  State  of  the  House. 

The  Report  does  not  state  that.  Was  there  no  other  Statement  made  to 
the  Board  of  Guardians  than  what  appears  from  the  Report  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  ? 

I  do  not  think  that  there  was  after  that  Time, 

You  say  that  you  repeatedly  heard  something  of  this  Disorder  at  the  Board ; 
was  there  any  thing,  done  beyond  the  reading  of  the  Report? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  any  thing  but  the  Report  being  presented  regularly 
every  Week. 

Bid  any  of  the  Visiting  Committee  represent  to  the  Board  that  something 
more  ought  to  be  done  than  the  mere  Alteration  of  the  Diet  of  the  Children 
and  the  sick  People  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  that. 

Was  it  the  Opinion  of  the  Visiting  Committee  that  there  should  be  a  general 
Alteration  of  the  Diet,  and  that  the  Gruel  should  be  got  rid  of? 

Yes ;  the  Opinion  of  the  Visiting  Committee  was  that  the  Grue|  should  be 
got  rid  of,  and  the  Diet  changed. 

Then  if  that  was  so  why  did   not  the  Visiting  Committee  represent  to  the 
Board  the  Necessity  of  changing  the  Dietary? 
I  do  not  know. 

Can  ^ou  not  give  a  Reason  whv  you  did  not  represent  to  the  Board  the 
Necessity  of  changing  the  Diet  when  vou  saw  the  Sickness  going  on  in  the 
House  in  consequence,  as  you  supposed,  of  the  Diet  ? 

It  having  been  represented,  and  no  Notice  taken  of  it,  we  could  do  no 
more. 

When  was  it  represented  ? 
Previous  to  that  Letter. 

The  Letter  was  written  in  consequence  of  no  Notice  being  taken  of  the 
Communication  ? 
It  was  followed  up  by  that  Letter. 

Was  no  Notice  taken  of  that  Letter  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Was  not  the  Alteration  of  Diet  which  was  suggested  in  that  Letter  imme- 
diately adopted  ? 

The  Alteration  of  the  Diet  generally  did  not  take  place  till  the  Year 
following. 

Was  not  all  the  Alteration  in  the  Diet  that  was  suggested  in  the  Letter 
adopted  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Contents  of  the  Letter. 
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It  appears  from  the  Entry  in  the  Book  that  you  were  at  the  following  Mr.R.j.coiihurst. 
Meeting  of  the  Board ;  do  you  recollect  that  at  that  Meeting  a  Letter  was  ' 

received  from  Mr.  Poole,  stating  that  great  Benefit  had  been  derived  from  the 
Change  which  had  taken  place  ? 

No,  I  do  not 

Mr.  King  states  in  his  Letter  that  Oatmed  had  been  used  for  the  Children 
instead  of  Milk;  that  he  had  watched  the  Result,  and  that  it  produced 
Diarrhoea;  and  his  Recommendation  is,  that  the  Children  should  return  to 
Milk  Diet,  that  proper  Nurses  should  be  in  attendance  Day  and  Night,  that 
the  sick  should  be  separated  from  the  healthy,  and  that  the  Sick  Ward  should 
not  be  scrubbed ;  he  does  not  recommend  a  general  Change  of  the  Diet,  but  that 
the  Children  only  should  return  to  the  Milk  Diet ;  were  those  Things  done  ? 

The  Children  did  return  to  the  Milk  Diet. 

Were  proper  Nurses  in  attendance  Day  and  Night? 
I  believe  there  were. 

You  do  not  know  of  your  own  Knowledge? 
No. 

That  the  sick  should  be  separated  from  the  healthy  ? 
I  believe  that  was  done. 

And  that  the  Sick  Wards  should  not  be  scrubbed  ? 
I  believe  that  was  done. 

But  previous  to  this  Letter  you  and  the  other  Members  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  were  satisfied  that  the  Gruel  produced  Diarrhoea,  not  only  in  the 
Children  but  in  the  House  generally  ? 

My  Impression  was,  that  it  predisposed  the  healthful  to  receive  Disease 
which  was  infectious. 

Did  you  disapprove  of  the  Diet  ? 
Yes. 

Then  why  did  none  of  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  urge  upon 
the  Board  of  Guardians,  between  October  and  the  Beginning  of  the  following 
Year,  a  general  Alteration  of  the  Diet,  and  the  doing  away  with  this  Gruel  ? 

I  do  not  know  why  it  was  not  done. 

But,  in  point  of  fact,  it  was  not  done  ? 
It  was  not. 

Then  the  Board  of  Guardians,  generally  speaking,  must  have  supposed  that 
you  were  satisfied  with  the  Alteration  which  had  been  recommended  in  this 
Letter  of  the  25th  of  October,  from  your  not  urging  a  general  Alteration  in 
the  Diet? 

I  do  not  know  what  their  Impression  might  be;  the  Sickness  was  not 
removed^ 

But  you  and  the  Visiting  Committee  did  not  again  bring  that  Matter  before 
the  Board  with  a  view  to  a  general  Alteration  of  the  Diet? 
I  have  no  Recollection  of  it. 

Do  you  remember  at  any  Time  afterwards,  during  the  Period  that  you  were 
Guardian  and  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  whether  the  Members  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  brought  the  Subject  before  the  Board  of  Guardians 
with  this  view  ? 

I  do  not 

Not  up  to  the  End  of  March  183?? 
No,  I  do  not. 

After  the  Beginning  of  1 837  the  Sickness  became  worse  ? 
I  am  aware  of  that. 

At  what  Period  did  it  become  worse  ? 
I  do  not  remember  the  Time. 

ri51.S2.)  71  Do 
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E.J.CoUhufit.      Do  you  remember  the  Governor  fBlliog  sick^  and  ddo  bis  Wife  aad  his 
^  Children? 

I  do. 

Then  at  that  Time  the  Sickness  was  worse  ? 
It  was  very  much  worse. 

Did  you  believe  it  then  to  be  infectious  ? 
I  did. 

How  comes  it  that  seeing  all  this,  and  believing  the  Fact  of  this  Disorder 
being  infectious,  you  did  not,  as  the  Visiting  Committee,  bring  those  Circum. 
stances  regularly  before  the  Board  ? 

Was  it  not  brought  forward  in  the  Report  ? 

Never  that  it  was  infectious. 

I  can  give  no  Reason  why  it  was  not. 

Do  you  think,  as  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  your  Business  being 
to  watch  the  House,  and  to  see  that  the  Inmates  were  properly  dealt  with, 
that  it  was  doing  your  Duty  to  allow  that  Sickness  to  go  on  increasing,  to 
allow  it  to  become  infectious,  without  your  making  any  Report  to  the  B^vi 
upon  that  Subject  ? 

Perhaps  it  was  our  Duty  to  report  it  j  I  was  not  aware  of  the  Nature  of  the 
Report  {  I  have  not  lookeu  at  it,  and  I  do  not  know  any  thing  about  it. 

Did  you  attend  the  Visiting  Committee  after  Christmas  ? 
I  do  not  know  without  having  my  Memory  refreshed^ 

You  visited  on  the  10th  of  January,  and  on  the  14th  of  February,  an4  on 
the  24fth  of  March ;  on  the  10th  of  January  the  Answer  to  the  Question  isi 
^*  The  Children  still  continue  unhealthy,  especially  about  Four  or  Five  j"  does 
that  mean  Four  or  Five  Children  ? 

Four  or  Five  Children. 

The  Answer  of  the  14th  of  February  is,  "Generally  unhealthy;*'  the 
Answer  pf  the  24th  of  M^rch  is,  "Still  continuing  to  improve:''  when  you 
stated  that  they  were  generally  unhealthy  on  the  14th  of  February,  which  was 
at  the  Time  that  the  Governor  and  his  Family  were  ill»  and  at  the  Time  whea 
you  believed  this  Disease  to  be  infectious,  why  were  you  satisfied  with  merely 
putting  down  in  your  Report,  **  Generally  unhealthy  ;'*  why  did  you  not  state 
-all  the  Circumstances,  and  your  Persuasion  of  1^  injEeotious  iMature  of  the 
Disease,  to  the  Board  itself? 

I  can  give  no  Reason  why  there  was  not  a  Report  made  to  that  Effect. 

Why,  being  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  did  you  not  state  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  your  Impression  upon  the  Subject,  and  call  upon  them  to 
•do  something  to  mend  the  State  of  Things  in  the  House  ? 

I  do  not  know% 

Had  you  been  warned  previously  by  any  body  not  to  go  into  the  Work- 
iiouse  ? 

I  had  been  warned,  but  I  forget  when. 

By  whom  ? 

By  the  Medical  Man. 

By  Mn  King? 
By  Mr.  King. 

In  consequence  of  that  Warning  did  you  abstain  from  visiting  ? 
I  attended  the  Committee  Room ;  I  did  not  go  into  the  Workhouse. 

Do  you  recollect  for  how  many  Weeks  you  did  not  go  into  the  Workhouse? 
No. 

For  more  than  One  Week  ? 
Oh,  certainly* 

For  as  many  as  Three  or  Four  Weeks  ? 

I  should  thmk  it  was;  it  appeared  to  be  a  long  Time  j   I  should  say  more 
i;han  Four  Weeks. 

*  Did 
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'    Did  all  the  othw  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  abstain  from  going  Mr.R.j.CoUhur$t. 
into  the  House  for  the  same  Time?  "■ 

I  do  not  know ;  I  had  been  in  ill  Health  myself^  and  therefore  I  abstained. 

Did  the  Visiting  Committee  meet  as  usual  at  that  Room  where  they  were  in 
the  habit  of  meeting  ? 
I  believe  they  regularly  met. 

Did  you  attend  during  that  Time  ? 

It  appears  that  I  did  at  some  Time,  but  whether  I  did  always  I  do  not 
Icnow ;  but  if  I  did  I  met  in  that  Room. 

You  signed  the  Report  when  you  met  in  that  Room  in.  the  same  Way  as  if 
you  had  visited  the  House  ? 

From  Inquiry  of  the  Governor ;  he  came  in  always  to  give  his  Report  of  the 
State  of  the  House. 

You  signed  the  Book  from  the  Report  of  the  Governor,  and  without  visiting 
the  House  personally  ? 

Without  going  through  the  Wards  myself. 

Did  you  state  in  the  Book  that  you  did  so  on  the  Report  of  the  Governor, 
and  Without  personal  Inspection  yourself? 
I  am  not  aware  that  I  did. 

Did  not  the  Governor  report  from  Time  to  Time  the  dreadful  State  the 
House  was  in  ? 
Yes. 

How  came  you  not  to  take  notice  of  that  in  your  Report  ? 
I  do  not  know  why  it  was  not  done. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  bringing  the  Matter  before  the  Board,  with 
the  Death  Book  in  his  Hand  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  making  any  Representation  to  the  Board  in 
the  Month  of  March  ?  "^ 

I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Do  you  think  that  it  was  fair  Treatment  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  that  you, 
the  Visiting  Committee,  should  have  all  the  Circumstancea  so  much  within 
your  Knowledge,  and  yet  that  you  should  leave  them  in  Ignorance  upon  the 
Subject  ? 

The  making  our  weekly  Report  was  considered  sufficient. 

But  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  thing  in  your  weekly  Report  stating 
the  Circumstances  and  the  Infection.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  begging 
the  Board  not  to  send  so  many  People  into  the  House  on  account  of  its  State  ? 

Yes,  I  do  recollect  it. 

When  was  that? 

I  do  not  recollect }  but  I  remember  Mr.  Baker  begging  them  not  to  send 
more  in,  because  the  House  was  so  full,  and  in  that  State  of  Illness. 

Was  this  in  the  Spripg  or  the  Winter,  before  or  after  Gover  went  away  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Was  it  before  you  had  been  warned  not  to  visit  the  House  ? 
It  was  after. 

Before  the  14th  of  March? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Date. 

Was  it  before  the  Change  of  Dietary  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Change  of  the  Diet  Table  ? 
No ;  I  had  ceased  to  be  Guardian. 

You  remember  Mn  Baker  objecting  to  the  Number  of  Persons  brought  into 
the  House ;  was  there  much  Discussion  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Discussion. 
(151.S2.)  712  Did 
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M  .R.j.coithurst.      Did  he  at  that  Time  state  that  the  Disease  in  the  House  •  appeared  to  liim 
— —      and  to  the  Visiting  Committee  to  be  infections  ? 

Yes}  he  stated  that  to  the  Board,  and  entreated  that  others  might  not  be 
sent :  that  I  have  a  perfect  Recollection  of. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  being  before  the  Board? 

No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  remember  the  Answer  given  to  Mr.  Baker  ? 

No ;  I  cannot  recollect  it 

Do  you  remember  at  any  Time  whatever  an  Answer  of  this  Description 
being  given  to  the  Representation  that  the  Diet  should  be  generally  altered, 
namely,  that  the  Medical  Person  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Diet  of  those  who 
were  healthy,  but  that  he  might  order  what  he  pleased  for  the  sick  ? 

No,  I  do  not. 

You  mix,  of  course,  with  other  People  in  the  Town  of  Bridgwater ;  was 
there  at  the  Time  that  this  Sickness  prevailed  in  the  House  a  general  Impression 
that  there  was  Sickness  in  the  House,  and  that  that  Sickness  was  infectious? 

Yes ;  I  believe  that  that  was  the  Impression. 

You  believe  only? 

I  speak  as  to  the  Fact  that  I  believe  that  was  the  Impression. 

Did  you  hear  many  Persons  say  so? 
Yes}  I  heard  it  spoken  of  a  good  deal. 

Was  it  known  in  Bridgwater  that  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  House,  and 
that  it  was  supposed  to  be  infectious  ? 

Yes,  it  was.  May  I  be  permitted  to  make  one  Observation  ?  I  was  asked 
just  now  if  I  had  not  been  employed  by  Mr.  Bowen,  and  there  may  be  an 
Impression  on  the  Minds  of  your  Lordships  that  I  have  been  in  communicatioD 
with  him ;  I  assure  you,  since  Mr.  Bowen  has  been  home  from  London  I  have 
scarcely  had  any  Communication  with  him  j  I  have  not  even  read  his  Pamphlet, 
on  which  this  Inquiry  is  grounded,  for  I  do  wish  to  come  with  truthful 
Intentions  to  answer  that  which  is  correct ;  but  I  am  not  mixed  up  in  the 
Town  with  Business  of  any  Description.  Perhaps  if  my  Calling  is  more 
amongst  one  Class  than  any  other  it  is  among  the  Poor  and  the  Children ;  I 
visit  them  a  good  deal. 

Have  you  had  in  the  Interval  that  has  elapsed  since  Lady  Day  183? 
frequent  Conversations  with  Mr.  Bowen  upon  the  Subject  of  the  Operation  of 
the  Poor  Law  ? 

Yes ;  I  have  seen  him. 

At  what  Time  Was  it  that  you  acted  for  him  in  posting  his  Books  ? 
Two  Years  since. 

Up  to  what  Time  ? 

Lady  Day  Two  Years  since. 

You  ceased  to  have  that  Communication  with  him  at  Lady  Day  1836? 
Yes. 

You  say  you  had  considerable  Communication  among  the  Poor  at  Bridg- 
water at  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was  in  the  House ;  was  the  Diarrho^  among 
the  poor  People  ? 

No }  I  did  not  observe  it. 

You  can  take  upon .  yourself  to  say  there  was  no  violent  Disorder  of  that 
Kind? 
I  can. 

Had  the  Poor,  in  consequence  of  the  Diarrhoea  being  in  the  Workhouse,  a 
Dread  of  going  into  the  Workhouse? 
They  had  a  great  Dread,  expecting  they  should  be  taken  ill  if  they  went  in. 

Had  they  Dread  from  any  other  Circumstance  ? 
I  am  not  aware  that  they  had. 

Will  you  endeavour  to  recollect  as  to  Mr.  Baker's  Entreaty  that  they  would 
not  send  any  People  into  the  House}  can  you  at  all  recollect  whM  that 
was  ? 

I  cannot,  indeed. 

Was 
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Was  it  a  short  Time  only  before  you  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Board  Jdr.R.j  Coiihunu 
of  Guardians,  or  how  long  before  ?  ■ 

I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with  any  Time. 

When  was  the  House  the  fullest  ? 

I  should  think  towards  the  End  of  the  Union  Year ;  that  is  to  say,  towards 
March. 

Then  you  suppose  it  was  about  that  Time  that  he  made  his  Application  ? 
I  believe  the  House  was  fuller  at  that  Time  than  at  any  previous  Time. 

Then  the  Period  when  he   entreated   the  Board  not  to  send  in  People 
because  the  House  was  full  was  probably  when  it  was  the  fullest? 
I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Baker  was  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee? 
He  was. 

Did  he  make  this  Application  as  from  himself  alone,  or  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  and  if  so,  did  he  make  that  Application  as  Spokesman  of  the 
Committee  ? 

I  should  believe  as  the  Spokesman  to  the  Committee. 

Did  he  make  any  Motion  upon  the  Subject  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Were  you  present  ? 

The  Question  was  put  to  me,  whether  I  recollected  his  taking  the  Death 
Book  in  his  Hand ;  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Were  you  present  when  he  made  this  Application  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  it. 

You  speak  of*  that  only  from  Rumour? 
I  do  not  recollect  being  present. 

Do  you  recollect  deputing  him  as  the  Spokesman  of  the  Committee  to  make 
that  Application  ? . 
No,  I  do  not 

You  do  not  recollect  any  thing  at  all  about  it  ? 

The  last  Statement  of  Illness  in  the  House  was  made  by  Mr.  Baker  or 
Mr.  Axford ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  his  going  with  the  Death  Book  in  his 
Hand  and  making  the  Application. 

You  were  understood  to  say  you  recollected  perfectly  Mr.  Baker  making 
the  Application  to  the  Board  of  Uuardians  not  to  send  in  any  more  Paupers 
because  the  House  was  too  full  ? 

Yes ;  I  xecoUect  his  stating  that. 

Were  you  present  ? 

Yes )  I  was  present  when  he  entreated  that  no  more  should  be  sent  into  the 
House  because  it  was  so  full. 

Do  you  recollect  when  that  was  ? 
No,  J  do  not. 

At  what  Time  of  the  Day  was  that  ? 
Befoce  the  Business  of  the  Day  commenced. 

Are  you  sure  of  that  ? 

That  was  the  Time  when  it  would  come  forward. 

Do  you  recollect  at  what  Time  of  the  Day  it  was  made  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

You  can  recollect  whether  it  was  on  presenting  the  Visitors  Book  that  that 
occurred,  or  at  a  subsequent  Part  of  the  Day  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Did  you  go  in  a  Body  from  the  Visiting  Committee  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  ? 

It  was  our  regular  Habit^  and  I  have  no  Doubt  that  we  did  that  Day 
(151.32.)  713  Mr. 
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Mr.  n.  J.  Coithurst.      Mr.  Baker  was  deputed^  according  to  your  Idea,  to  make  that  AppUcatidQ? 
— Yes* 

Did  he  make  a  Motion  upon  the  Subject  ? 
I  cannot  recollect. 

It  is  one  of  your  Bye  Laws  that  the  Gentleman  who  makes  a  Motion  shall 
stand  up  and  present  a  written  Motion  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  done  upon  this  Occasion  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

You  confine  your  Impression  upon  this  Subject  to  the  Circumstance  of  your 
deputing  Mr.  Baker  to  make  this  Application  ? 
Undoubtedly. 

You  can  neither  recollect  the  Time  when  it  was  said»  or  what  was  said  hj 
Mr.  Baker  or  any  other  Person  ? 
I  cannot  recollect 

Was  Mr.  Baker's  Application  rejected  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Effect  of  it. 

Do  you  recollect  either  of  the  other  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee 
attempting  to  enforce  the  Application  ? 
I  do  not. 

Mr.  Axford,  or  any  other  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Not  to  my  Recollection. 

You  recollect  no  more  of  what  passed  ? 
No. 

You  say  that  previous  to  the  25th  of  October,  vou  think  the  Week  previous^ 
the  Visiting  Committee  sent  for  Mr.  King,  the  Medical  Officer,  to  consult  him 
about  the  State  of  the  House  $  at  whose  InstigaUon  was  he  sent  for  ? 

The  Committee  who  were  present,  who  were  wishing  to  know  his  Opinion. 

Do  you  recollect  at  whose  particular  Instigation  it  was  ? 
No,  I  do  not 

He  was  sent  for  by  the  Committee  ? 
Yes. 

On  that  Occasion  when  you  went  over  to  the  Town  Hall  you  lock  the  Book 
as  usual  ? 
Yes. 

The  Book  was  handed  to  the  Chairman^  and  it  is  the  Practice  for  the 
Chairman  to  read  aloud  the  Entries  ? 
Yes,  they  are  read. 

At  that  Time  either  you  or  one  of  the  other  Members  of  the  Visitiiq^ 
Committee  stated  that  over  and  above  the  Entry  in  the  Book  you  had  some 
Observations  to  make  as  to  the  State  d^the  House  ? 

Yes, 

Who  was  it  that  said  that  ? 

I  am  not  sure  whether  Mn  Axford  or  Mr.  Baker,  but  one  of  them,  I  think. 

Did  you  make  a  Motion  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
No,  I  think  not. 

Did  he  address  the  Chairman  on  his  Legs  in  a  formal  Way,  so  as  to  be 
heard  ? 
Yes ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  he  must  have  been  heard« 

What  Answer  was  made  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  any  Answen 

Was  no  Notice  taken  by  any  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
No- 
Do 
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po  you  reboUectin  what  Words  Mr.  Baker  pressed  this  upon  the  Attention  Mr.R.J.CoUhurst. 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  ?  ■ 

No. 

Did  you  attempt  to  enforce  it  by  any  Speech  or  Observatipn  ? 
No. 

You  are  quite  sure  of  that  ? 
Yes. 

You  were  quite  impressed  with  the  Necessity  of  this  Alteration  ? 
Yes  J  we  felt  it. 

And  yet  you  contented  yourselfwith  his  Statement^  without  making  a  single 
Observation;  no  Notice  being  taken  of  it,  you  did  not  press  it  upon  the 
Observation  of  any  other  Members  of  the  Committee? 

I  think  nothing  else  took  place  on  that  Day. 

Did  any  thing  fall  from  the  Boards  such  as  that  there  ought  to  be  a  regular 
Report  from  the  Medical  Officer  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

In  short,  you  do  not  recollect  what  was  done  by  the  Board  upon  that  Day  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

So  that  though  you  were  very  much  impressed  with  the  Necessity  of  some- 
thing being  done,  no  Result  having  arisen  from  the  Application  you  made  t^ 
the  Board,  you  do  not  at  all  recollect  what  did  take  place  upon  that  Occasion  ? 

My  Impression  is  that  nothing  took  place. 

And  that  you  and  all  the  other  Visitors  acquiesced  in  that  Indifference 
shown  by  the  Board  ? 

My  Impression  is,  that  there  was  no  Notice  taken  of  it  at  that  Meeting,and 
that  it  was  followed  up  on  the  subsequent  Meeting  by  the  Letter. 

Are  you  to  be  understood  that  in  consequence  of  the  Indifference  with  which 
it  was  received  on  that  Occasion  you  followed  it  up  with  a  Letter  P 
Yes. 

That  Letter  was  written  by  Mr.  King? 
Yes. 

Was  that  Letter  written  by  Desire  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  communicate  with  Mr.  King  immediately  after  the  Board  having 
passed  over  your  former  Application  with  Indifference  and  Silence  ? 
I  do  not  remember  when  it  took  place. 

Can  you  state  that  this  Application  of  Mr.  Baker's  was  made  immediately 
on  delivering  the  Visiting  Book,  or  might  it  be  at  any  sijJ^9oqu«nt  Fart  of  the 
Dav? 

1  do  not  know. 

You  are  not  sure  it  was  not  at  some  subsequent  Part  of  the  Day  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Are  you  to  be  understood  that  this  Letter  was  written  by  Mr.  King  at  the 
Suggestion  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  in  consequence  of  your  ill  Success  in 
sittempting  to  bring  it  before  the  Notice  of  the  Board  7 

Indeed,  I  do  forget  the  Thing,  it  is  so  long  since.  My  Impression  is,  that 
the  Letter  was  presented  a  Week  after  following  it  up,  but  whether  by  the 
Desire  of  the  Committee,  or  whether  they  saw  the  Disease  still  continuing,  I 
cannot  say% 

When  you  answered  the  Queries  did  you  put  the  Answers  at  Haphazard, 
without  Consideration,  or  without  making  due  Inquiry  into  the  Particulars  as 
to  which  you  put  those  Answers? 

I  have  never  signed  the  Book  without  duly  considering,  and  wishing  to  sign 
the  Truth. 

(151.S?.)  714  Every 
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Mr.R.j.Coithunu      Eveiy  Answer  you  put  down  was  after  ddiberate  Inquiry,  and  beltevini;  it 

was  the  Truth  ? 

Quite  so« 

Although  you  put  down  this  on  full  Consideration,  did  you  satisfy  yourself 
of  the  Truth  of  it  from  pergonal  Inspection,  or  take  the  Facts  from  the  Reports 
of  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  ?. 

We  were  in  the  habit  of  walking  through  the  House  and  examioing  the 
House. 

You  stated  that  you  did  not  do  that  for  a  considerable  Time  ? 
During  the  Sickness  I  did  not ;   I  was  in  ill  Health  Part  of  the  Time 
myself. 

Did  you  state  to  the  Board  that  you  had  received  a  Warning  from  Mr.  King 
not  to  go  through  the  House  ? 

No ;  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  stated  that 

All  the  other  Visiting  Guardians  abstained  from  visiting  as  well  as  yourself 
did  they  not  ? 
I  think  Mr.  Baker  must  have  been  the  most  regular  in  his  Attendance. 

He  braved  the  Disease  ? 
I  believe  he  did. 

Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  Knowledge  ? 

I  know  he  was  a  great  deal  at  the  House ;  he  lived  close  to  the  House;  I 
lived  in  the  Country. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Governor  asking  leave  to  go  away  ? 
I  do. 

That  was  asked  of  the  Board  ? 

Yes ;  he  first  of  all  made  an  Application  to  the  Visiting  Committee^  aodit 
was  referred  to  the  Board. 

Did  he  state  what  was  his  Reason  for  wanting  to  go  away  ? 
He  did  j  in  consequence  of  the  Diarrhoea. 

Are  you  quite  sure  that  it  was  Mated  what  the  Nature  of  his  Illness  was? 
Yes  ;  I  am  sure  of  that. 

Did  he  state  upon  that  Occasion  what  was  the  Situation  of  the  Health  of  his 
Family  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that. 

You  have  said  that  before  the  Letter  of  Mr.  King  was  written  it  was 
known  to  the  Vbiting  Committee  that  the  Disease  of  Diarrhoea  prevailed  in  the 
Workhouse  ? 

Yes. 

Do  you  now  recollect  whether  before  that  Letter  you  had  ever,  and  if  to 
how  often,  communicated  that  to  the  Board  ? 
I  have  only  a  Recollection  of  once. 

How  long  before  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  long  before ;  I  think  it  must  Jbave  been  com- 
municated to  the  Board  a  Week  before. 

That  was  taken  no  notice  of  ? 
It  was  taken  no  notice  of. 

Had  they  Discussions  at  the  Board  from  Time  to  Time,  from  that  25th  of 
October  to  the  Time  you  ceased  to  be  a  Visiting  Guardian,  as  to  the  Diarrhoea 
that  was  prevailing  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  believe  they  had  ;  I  believe  it  was  often  mentioned. 

Was  it  ever  mentioned  at  the  Board,  to  your  Recollection,  except  whai 
Mr.  Baker  begged  them  not  to  send  any  more  Persons  in,  and  stated  that  the 
Disease  was  infectious  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  that  being  mentioned. 

4  Do 
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Do  you  know  that  that  was  mentioned  ?  Mr.  n.  J.  CoUhuut. 

I  do  not  know  that  it  was  brought  forward  in  the  regular  Way  before  the      — — — — . 
Board,  but  I  am  quite  sure  it  was  a  Matter  of  Conversation  among  the 
Gentlemen. 

Are  you  sure  that  it  was  a  Matter  of  Conversation  at  the  Board  at  several 
different  Times  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  of  that. 

Are  you  sure  that  in  any  of  those  Conversations  it  was  mentioned  that  the 
Disease  was  infectious  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  of  that 

Did  they  after  that  send  other  Paupers  into  the  Workhouse  ? 
Many. 

You  stated  that  the  Workhouse  was  fuller  at  the  End  of  the  Parochial  Year 
than  at  any  other  Period  ? 
Yes. 

The  End  of  the  Parochial  Year  is  in  March  ? 
Yes. 

Were  they  sending  in  Paupers  during  the  previous  MoDth  of  February^  and 
up  to  the  Termination  in  March,  when  it  ended  ? 

They  were  constantly  sending  Persons  into  the  House  when  the  Disease  was 
at  its  greatest  Height ;  that  I  am  sure  of. 

Are  ^*ou  sure  that  before  they  sent  in  those  Persons  it  was  mentioned  that  it 
was  infectious  ? 

I  am  quite  sure  of  that. 

You  say  you  do  not  remember  Mr.  Baker  producing  the  Death  Book  ? 

No. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Bowen  producing  it  ? 
I  was  not  a  Guardian  with  him. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Reverend  Mr.  Ruddock  saying  any  thing  upon  the 
Subject,  and  proposing  to  make  a  Motion  upon  the  Subject,  or  his  wishing  to 
bring  it  before  the  Board  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Do  you  recollect  what  was  said  to  be  the  Way  in  which  Cover  caught  the 
Disease,  whether  it  was  his  lifting  up  a  Man  out  of  his  Bed  ? 
No ;  I  do  not  recollect  that  being  stated. 

You  say  you  are  quite  sure  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  a  Matter  of  Conversation 
among  the  Grentlemen  at  the  Board  ? 
I  am. 

What  do  you  mean  by  Matter  of  Conversation  ;  was  it  a  Discussion  among 
the  Gentlemen  of  the  Board  ? 

No. 

There  are  a  great  many  Members  of  this  Board  of  Guardians? 
A  very  large  Number.  • 

The  Board  was  very  largely  attended  ? 
From  Thirty  to  Forty. 

The  Chairman  sat  at  the  Head  of  the  Table,  and  conducted  the  Business  ? 
Yes. 

Did  it  not  often  happen  that  Knots  of  Guardians,  some  Three  or  Four,  got 
up  from  the  Table,  and  at  the  Fireplace,  or  in  other  Parts  of  the  Room, 
entered  into  Conversation  one  with  another  ? 

I  have  seen  Three  or  Four  round  engaging  in  Conversation. 

Was  it  in  Conversations  of  that  Sort  you  have  heard  it  spoken  of  ? 
I  have  heard  it  spoken  of  in  that  Way. 
(151.32.)  7K  Not 
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Mr.R.j.coUhurst.      Not  brought  before  the  Board  as  Matter  of  Business  for  Discussion  of  the 

Board? 

No  ;  I  only  made  the  Remark  of  its  being  brought  forward  by  the  Committee, 
and  then  the  following  Week  by  the  Letter ;  those  are  the  only  Two  special 
Times. 

Those  were  the  only  Times  you  heard  the  Subject  brought  forward  before 
the  Board  as  Matter  of  Business  and  Discussion  by  the  Board  ? 
The  only  Times. 

Are  you  not  quite  sure  that  if  it  had  been  brought  before  the  Board  for  the 
Determination  of  the  Board  you  must  have  recollected  it  ? 
I  have  no  Recollection  of  it. 

Are  you  not  quite  sure  that  if  it  had  been  so  brought  forward  you  must  have 
recollected  it? 

No;  I  cannot  say  that,  for  we  were  sometimes  late,  and  sometimes  left 
early ;  we  were  the  first  Year  from  Nine  in  the  Morning  to  Six  and  Seven  and 
even  Eight  o'Clock  at  Night ;  the  Business  occupied  so  much  Time. 

Your  Mind  was  much  impressed,  you  say,  with  the  dreadful  State  of 
Diarrhoea  in  the  House,  and  the  Necessity  of  something  being  done  to 
stop  it? 

Yes. 

If  that  was  the  Question,  and  it  had  been  brought  before  the  Board  as 
Matter  of  Business  and  Discussion  before  the  Board,  and  you  were  pr^ent, 
must  you  not  have  recollected  it  ? 

If  I  had  been  present ;  I  may  not  have  been  there  the  whole  Day. 

You  visited  occasionally  only,  except  during  this  Time  when  you  were  a 
Visitor? 
Yes. 

You  did  not  reside  in  Bridgwater  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  remark  that  the  People  were  too  much  crowded  in  tiieir 
Beds? 

I  did  see  the  Beds  very  full ;  I  do  think  there  were  too  many  in  such 
Rooms. 

It  was  a  very  old  House ;  a  very  inconvenient  and  bad  House,  and  merely 
taken  by  the  Guardians  till  the  new  one  was  ready  ? 
It  was  our  regular  Poorhouse  for  some  Years. 

Was  it  not  an  inconvenient  and  bad  House,  and  taken  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  as  a  mere  Shift,  till  their  new  House  was  built  ? 
They  continued  it  till  they  had  finished  their  new  House. 

That  was  because  they  could  get  no  better  ? 

They  had  no  other ;  they  continued  that  at  North  Petherton  also. 

That  was  used  for  the  Children  ? 
Yes. 

From  the  very  Beginning  of  the  Union  it  was  the  Practice  to  send  the 
Children  there  ? 

Yes ;  or  very  soon  after. 

The  Bridgwater  House  was  not  devoted  to  the  Children  ? 

No. 

There  were  a  few  old  Persons  remained  in  the  Petherton  House^  who  could 
not  be  removed  ? 
Yes,  there  were. 

Was  it  not  taken  as  a  Receptacle  for  the  Children  ? 
Yes. 

Were  those  Persons  very  much  crowded  when  you  visited  the  House  ? 
I  have  known  the  Beds  so  thick  one  could  scarcely  go  between  them. 

Were 
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Were  there  Two  Inmates  in  each  Bed,  or  did  you  heir  of  Two  and  Three  Mr.R.j.Colihurst. 
sleeping  in  a  Bed,  and  Five  or  Six  Children  ?  __ 

I  have  often  heard  the  Governor  say,  "  I  have  more  than  I  can  put  away  in 
the  House," 

As  a  Visiting  Committee  did  you  order  fresh  Bedsteads  ? 
There  were  Iron  Bedsteads  ordered. 

They  were  ordered  when  the  Visiting  Committee  thought  them  necessary  ? 
I  recollect  seeing  new  Iron  Bedsteads,  but  I  do  not  recollect  the  Order  for 
them. 

What  was  the  latest  Time  you  ever  went  into  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Were  there  any  ill  in  the  Workhouse  when  you  were  last  there  ? 
I  do  not  think  I  visited  the  House  after  the  Disease  myself. 

You  were  never  there  when  the  Inmates  were  in  Bed  by  any  Accident  ? 
No,  never. 

Was  it  ever  proposed  by  the  Board  to  hire  additional  Rooms  or  House  when 
the  House  was  too  full  ? 

Yes  \  I  recollect  a  Proposal  to  hire  additional  Lodgings. 

Do  you  recollect  who  proposed  that  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Was  that  regularly  put  to  the  Vote  ? 

That  I  cannot  recollect ;  a  House  bad  been  suggested ;  it  was  thought 
desirable  to  send  some  of  the  Poor  there,  but  I  do  not  recollect  by  whom. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  that  was  put  to  the  Vote  by  the  Chairman  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  any  Vote. 

Was  there  any  Motion  made  to  that  Effect? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Was  it  mentioned  in  some  of  those  bye  Conversations  ? 
That  was  stated  to  the  Chairman. 

By  whom  ? 

I  do  not  recollect,  nor  did  I  call  it  to  Mind  till  this  Momeut ;  but  I  recollec); 
it  was  suggested  as  desirable. 

Was  it  by  yourself? 

Was  it  by  Mr.  Baker? 
I  cannot  tell  indeed. 

Nor  the  Time,  nor  any  thing  at  all  about  it  ? 
No ;  I  cannot  recollect  any  thing  at  all  about  it. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  it  was  any  particular  House  that  was  suggested  ? 

That  I  do  not  know ;  I  think  it  was  that  a  House  should  be  looked  out  for, 
that  it  would  be  desirable  a  Lodging  should  be  taken  out,  because  the  House 
was  full. 

And  that  was  discussed  by  the  Board  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  a  Discussion. 

It  was  brought  before  the  Board  ? 

Yes ;  but  I  do  not  mean  in  regular  Form,  a  Motion  being  made  upon  it. 

It  was  discussed  as  a  Matter  of  Business  ? 
Yes,  it  was. 

Was  the  Suggestion  agreed  to  ? 

Certainly  not,  for  there  was  no  House  ever  taken. 

Was  the  Question  put  from  the  Chair  ? 
I  do  not  know  that  it  was. 
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Mr.  R.  J.  Coiihuut.      Could  you  have  hired  Houses  in  Bridgwater  ? 
Oh  yes  j  plenty  of  Houses  might  have  been  hired. 

If  a  Motion  was  not  made  it  will  not  of  course  appear  upon  the  Minutes? 
Of  course  not. 

Can  you  point  out  anv  such  ? 

I  cannot  indeed ;  I  ao  not  remember  a  Motion  being  formally  made  upon 
the  Subject. 

It  is  the  Practice  of  the  Visiting  Committee  not  only  to  fill  up  the  Book  but 
to  present  a  Report  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  generally  understood  to  be  the  Course  of  the  Visiting  Committee 
each  Week  ? 

They  reported  what  was  the  Quantity  of  Food  to  be  ordered,  and  the  Apparel 
required. 

And  the  Beds  required  ? 

Every  thing  required  was  entered  and  presented  by  the  Committee  in  the 
Report. 

In  that  Report  was  there  entered  every  Observation  that  particularly  struck 
you  as  deserving  the  Attention  of  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

Nothing  appears  in  the  Report  at  all  relating  to  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
No  ;  I  should  consider  that  the  Book  was  quite  sufficient. 

You  think  the  Visiting  Book  quite  sufficient  ? 

I  should  consider  that  was  an  Indication  as  to  the  State  of  the  Health  and 
the  Articles  required  during  the  Week, 

On  the  6th  of  December  there  is  a  Report  from  the  Visiting  Committee 
that  there  are  100  Paupers  in  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater,  that  certain 
Necessaries  are  immediately  required  ? 

That  is  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse's  Report. 

It  is  headed,  <<  The  Visiting  Committee  report  to  the  Board  that  there  are 
100  Paupers  j^'  then  at  the  Foot  of  the  Report  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse 
reports  to  the  Committee,  and  they  take  that  Report  to  the  Board  P 

Yes. 

That  is  to  be  considered  as  a  Register  of  important  Circumstances  which  it 
is  desirable  to  present  to  the  Notice  of  the  Board  ? 
The  Governor  would  not  say  any  thing  about  the  Health  of  the  Inmates. 

The  Visiting  Committee  would,  would  they  not? 
They  would  present  their  Report. 

This  is  headed,  <*  The  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  *'  ? 
It  was  a  Report  by  the  Governor,  and  laid  before  us,  stating  the  Number  of 
Inmates  in  the  House,  and  the  Things  that  were  wanted,  and  so  on. 

You  state  that  the  Children  were  always  sent  to  the  North  Petherton 
Workhouse  ? 

Under  a  certain  Age. 

Can  you  state  of  your  own  Knowledge  that  the  Children  belonging  to  the 
Town  of  Bridgwater  and  the  neighbouring  District  were  not  kept  in  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 

I  recollect  the  Children  being  sent  the  first  Time  ;  a  very  large  Number,  all 
the  Children  we  had  in  the  Workhouse,  were  sent. 

On  the  Formation  of  the  Union  ? 

Yes  ;  and  afterwards  the  young  Children  were  sent.  The  Woman  who  had 
the  Care  of  the  t^orth  Petherton  House  was  a  very  kind  motherly  Woman,  and 
she  had  the  Care  of  the  Children. 

It  has  been  stated  by  the  Person  who  assisted  the  Governor  in  the  Work- 
house that  the  Children  of  the  Bridgwater  District  were  retained  in  the 
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Bridgwater  House^  and  other  Children  sent  to  Nortii  Petherton ;  do  vou  know  Mr.R.j.  CoUhurst. 
whether  that  was  correct  or  not  ?  — — 

No ;  I  should  say  that  the  Children  were  all  sent  to  North  Petherton ;  that 
House  was  used  for  the  Children. 

And  that  they  had  a  good  Schoolmistress  there  ? 
Yes ;  a  very  nice  Woman. 

You  were  present  at  the  End  of  the  Parochial  Year^  when  it  was  agreed  to 
report  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  the  general  Operation  of  the  Law, 
were  you  not  ?  It  appears  by  the  Minute  Book  that  you  were  there :  "  It  was 
moved  by  Thomas  Poole,  Esquire,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  T.  C.  Colthurst,  that 
the  grateful  Thanks  of  this  6oard  be  given  to  our  Chairman,  George  Warry, 
Esquire,  for  his  efficient  and  valuable  Services  as  Chairman,  and  for  the  urbane 
and  gentlemanly  Conduct  which  he  has  manifested  during  the  Time  he  has 
presided  at  this  Board.    Carried  unanimously.'' 

I  recollect  that. 

Do  you  remember  this  at  a  Meeting  of  the  Board  held  by  Adjournment  the 
25th  of  March  :  **  A  Report  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  past  Year,  prepared  by 
the  Chairman,  was  read  by  him,  which  received  the  unanimous  Approbation 
of  the  Board.  It  was  therefore  moved  by  Thomas  Poole,  Esquire,  and  seconded 
by  R.  K.  M.  King,  Esquire,  that  the  best  Thanks  of  this  Board  be  given  to 
George  Warry,  Esquire,  for  drawing  up  the  said  Report ;  and  that  he  be  requested 
to  transmit  a  Copy  of  the  same  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners ;''  and  that 
was  carried  unanimously  }  that  Report  going  very  much  at  length  into  the 
Proceedings  of  the  Union^  but  not  stating  any  thing  respecting  the  Diarrhoea, 
or  the  Mismanagement  which  is  now  endeavoured  to  be  established  as  having 
prevailed  at  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  have  not  read  the  Report  lately. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
Mr.  FREDERICK  AXFORD  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :  JWr.  F.jx/ord. 


WHERE  do  you  live? 
At  Bridgwater. 

In  the  Town  ? 

Yes. 

Do  you  carry  on  any  Profession  or  Trade  there  ? 
I  am  a  Merchant. 

You  are  the  Brother  of  the  Doctor  ? 
I  am. 

Were  you  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union 
from  March  1836  to  March  1887? 
I  was. 

Were  you  also  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
I  was. 

Do  you  remember  when  the  Milk  was  left  off  in  the  Workhouse,  and  the 
new  Dietary  of  Gruel  introduced  ? 

I  cannot  speak  as  to  the  Date,  unless  I  were  allowed  to  look  at  the  Book  of 
the  Visiting  Committee. 

It  appears  by  that  Book  that  it  was  in  the  Month  of  August }  that  was  Two 
or  Three  Months  after  the  Establishment  of  the  Union  ? 

It  was. 

Was  there  any  Disease  in  the  House  soon  after  it  was  established  ? 

There  was  Sickness  in  the  House ;  I  should  say  soon  after,  as  far  as  I  can 
charge  my  Memory.  % 

A  few  Weeks  aft:er  ? 
Yes. 

What  Sort  of  Sickness  was  it  ? 

It  was  of  that  Nature  that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  I  felt 
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Mr.  F.  Axford.     exceedingly  anxious  about  it,  and  desired  the  Medical  Officer  to  attend  the 

•~~-^—       Visiting  Committee  ;  I  made  a  personal  Application  to  him,  in  order  that  he 

might  state  to  the  Visiting  Committee  what  he  considered  the  Disease,  and 

that  the  Board  might  be  informed  by  him  by  written  Communication  -,  and  I 

apprehend  that  was  done. 

That  was  Mr.  King  ? 

Yes. 

Was  it  Diarrhoea  ? 
He  so  stated  it  to  us. 

Did  he  state  to  you  from  what  Cause  he  supposed  the  Diarrhoea  to  prevail? 
He  did. 

What  did  he  state? 

He  stated  that  those  who  were  not  in  strong  Healthy  and  the  Children,  the 
Diet  had  a  bad  Tendency,  a  bad  Effect  upon. 

Did  he  state  only  as  to  the  Children  or  others  that  it  was  a  Diet  which 
Persons  not  in  strong  Health  would  not  do  with  ? 
Decidedly. 

Upon  his  stating  that  what  Motion  did  you  make  ? 

I  desired  him  to  make  a  Communication  to  that  Effect  to  the  Board. 

Did  you  on  the  Day  when  you  desired  this  attend  the  Board  of  Guardians 
afterwards  ? 
I  believe  I  did. 

Can  you  recollect  the  Date  ? 

I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with  it. 

The  Letter  was  written  the  25th  of  October  ? 
It  was  that  Day,  or  the  Day  previous  to  that. 

Was  it  the  same  Day,  or  the  Week  previous  ? 

The  Impression  upon  my  Mind  is,  that  I  desired  him  at  the  Committee  Room 
to  make  this  written  Communication  to  the  Board  >  but  I  rather  think  he  did 
not  do  it  at  that  Time,  but  went  to  his  House,  and  sent  it  to  the  Board ;  and  I 
think  I  have  a  Recollection  of  being  at  the  Board  when  it  was  received. 

The  same  Day  ? 

The  Impression  on  my  Mind  is  that  it  was  upon  the  same  Day. 

When  the  Letter  was  received  was  there  any  Discussion  about  it  in  the 
Board  ? 
There  was,  undoubtedly. 

What  was  proposed  to  be  done  ? 

There  was  an  Alteration  made  in  consequence  of  that* 

Referring  you  to  the  Letter  itself,  it  merely  recommends  an  Alteration  in 
respect  of  the  Diet  of  the  Children  }  was  that  the  whole  Thing  that  was  recom- 
mended ? 

I  believe  it  was ;  and  the  sick;  of  course  those  that  were  sick. 

There  was  a  Recommendation  also  as  to  Nurses,  and  the  sick  being  sepa- 
rated from  the  healthy,  and  the  Sick  Wards  not  being  scrubbed  ? 
Just  so. 

All  those  Things  were  ordered  by  the  Board  of  Guardians? 
Yes. 

If  there  was  an  Impression  among  the  Visiting  Committee  that  the  Diet 
produced  Diarrhoea  where  the  Persons  entered  in  a  very  good  State  of  Health, 
was  there  any  thing  said  as  to  a  general  Alteration  of  the  Diet,  not  applying 
merely  to  the  sick  but  the  healthy,  by  leaving  oft' the  Gruel? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was.  The  Visiting  Committee  thought  it  was 
so  important  a  Subject  that  they  preferred  a  written  Communication  to  co 
direct  from  the  Medical  Officer  to  the  Board,  and  for  the  Board  to  direct  the 
Course  to  be  pursued. 
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You  say  you  were  satisfied  by  the  private  Report  to  the  Visiting  Committee      Mr.  F.  Axford. 

that  the  Diet  affected  every  one  not  in  a  good  State  of  Health  ?  \ ^  - 

Yes. 

And  that,  generally  speaking,  it  was  an  unhealthy  Diet  ? 

That  was  the  Inference  I  drew  from  the  Medical  Officer's  Statement. 

You  understood  from  what  he  stated  that  that  was  the  Case? 
That  that  was  what  be  considered. 

When  this  Matter  came  into  Discussion  before  the  Board  did  any  of  you 
represent  that  it  was  an  unhealthy  Diet,  according  to  the  Representation  of 
the  Medical  Officer  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  we  did,  for  there  was  a  written  Communication  laid 
before  the  Board,  that  they  might  have  it  in  the  Medical  Man's  own  Words ; 
fearing  lest  we  should  make  any  Mistake  we  requested  him  to  state  himself 
what  was  his  Opinion  to  the  Board. 

You  heard  the  Letter  read  ? 
Yes. 

You  see  that  Letter  does  not  go  the  whole  Length  of  what  you  have  stated 
as  to  the  Diet,  for  it  recommends  a  Change  of  Diet  only  as  far  as  the  Children 
iare  concerned  ? 

The  Children  and  the  sick,  I  thought  it  said. 

It  proposed  an  Alteration  only  with  respect  to  the  Children  ? 
I  understood  the  sick  to  be  included. 

Do  you  remember  the  Board  being  urged  to  alter  the  Diet  generally  ? 
No,  I  do  not  J  certainly  not  generally. 

Did  you  or  the  Visiting  Committee  continue  to  think  this  Diet  was  inducing 
Sickness  in  the  House  ? 

As  far  as  regarded  the  sick  \  with  regard  to  others  we  considered  that  the 
Diet  should  be  observed. 

Was  not  the  Sickness  increasing  in  the  House  afterwards  ? 
May  I  be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  Visiting  Committee's  Book  ?  not  having  seen 
it  till  Yesterday  I  cannot  speak  to  the  Facts  without  that. 

Was  there  at  any  Time  subsequently  during  the  Time  you  were  on  the 
Visiting  Committee  an  Impression  upon  your  Mind  that  the  Sickness  was 
increasing  ? 

I  should  think  after  that  Period  the  Sickness  w^  increasing ;  then  after  that 
it  decreased  again. 

Then  did  it  increase  again  ? 
Then  I  believe  it  increased  again. 

Was  it  worse  after  Christmas  than  it  was  before? 

It  was  y  that  was  the  worst  Period  after  Christmas,  when  it  increased  again. 

Do  you  remember  the  Period  when  the  Governor  was  taken  ill  himself? 
No,  I  do  not,  further  than  that  he  was  taken  ill  about  the  same  Time 
as  myself 

You  were  not  taken  ill  of  Diarrhoea  ? 

No;  I  was  ill  of  Influenza;  but  I  was  absent  from  the  Board  for  nearly  Six 
Weeks,  in  the  Months  of  January  and  February. 

Had  you  any  Communication  previously  to  your  being  taken  ill  with  the 
Medical  Attendant  on  the  Workhouse,  with  respect  to  the  visiting  the 
Workhouse  ? 

No. 

You  had  not  been  warned  against  visiting  it  ? 

No  ;  I  remember  one  Thing :  the  Medical  Officer  said  to  me  that  he  had  him- 
self been  ill  in  consequence  of  being  in  the  Course  of  his  Duty  so  frequently 
at  the  House,  and  he  said  certainly^  that  it  would  be  well  if  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee were  not  to  put  themselves  into  the  Way  of  it  more  than  they  could 
help ;  but  at  what  Period  that  was  I  cannot  say* 
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Mr.  R  Axfordu         You  do  not  remember  the  Time  when  the  Governor,  Gover,  was  taken  ill  ? 
I  cannot  remember  that. 

You  appear  to  have  visited  on  the  3d  of  January,  and  again  upon  the  10th  of 
March  ;  when  you  visited  the  10th  of  March  in  what  State  did  ypu  find  the 
House  ? 

I  think  the  House  was  then  getting  better. 

The  Entry  is,  "  The  Health  of  the  Inmates  still  improving*'  ? 
I  remember  that  was  the  Case. 

Do  you  remember  any  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  objecting  to  fr^h 
Paupers  being  sent  in  on  account  of  the  State  of  Disease  in  the  House  ? 

I  think  once  or  twice  it  was  represented  that  it  would  be  undesirable  to  have 
more  \  the  House  was  so  full. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  the  Desire  to  restrict  the  Number  arose  from  the 
Prevalence  of  Disease  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  remember  that  Mr.  Baker  made  any  Representation  upon  the 
Subject? 

Mr.  Baker  and  myself  generally  acted  together  in  our  view  of  what  was 
essential  to  the  Interests  of  the  Poor,  and  I  think  it  was  represented  to  the 
Board  that  it  would  be  desirable  not  to  have  a  greater  Number  in  the  House. 

When  was  that? 

There  was  something  about  Persons  having  bad  Legs. 

That  was  a  Representation  from  Mr.  King  ? 
It  was. 

Do  you  remember  anything  being  said  about  its  being  undesirable  on  account 
of  Diarrhoea  ? 

No,  I  do  not  recollect  that ;  but  I  recollect,  on  account  of  the  Number,  that 
the  House  was  not  large  enough  to  admit  so  many. 

Had  that  Reference  to  the  State  of  Sickness  in  the  House^  or  the  Largeness 
of  the  Number? 

I  think  the  mere  Number,  as  far  as  I  can  remember ;  of  course  the  Feeling 
of  the  Committee  was  altogether  that  we  would  not  wish  to  have  a  greater 
Number  in  the  House  durmg  the  Sickness^  not  knowing  the  Extent  to  which 
that  might  go. 

The  Sickness  was  partly  the  Reason  for  your  making  that  Representation? 
I  have  no  Doubt  it  operated  to  a  certain  Extent. 

Was  the  Persuasion  upon  your  Mind  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  infectious 
during  that  Time  ? 

Really  I  hardly  know  how  to  answer  that  Question,  it  was  so  much  a 
Matter  for  the  Medical  OflScer;  it  was  on  that  Account  we  particularly 
desired  him  to  state  his  Opinion  to  the  Board;  I  did  not  like  to  be  the 
Channel  of  Communication  to  the  Board,  fearing  I  should  do  wrong,  and  I 
did  not  like  to  give  an  Opinion  upon  that  myself. 

Are  you  speaking  to  the  Period  previous  to  the  25th  of  October  ? 
I  apply  it  to  the  Period  when  the  Diarrhoea  was  in  the  House. 

When  Mr,  King  spoke  to  you,  and  said  it  would  be  desirable  the  Visiting 
Committee  should  not  go  into  the  Wards,  did  you  from  that  and  other  Cir- 
cumstances conceive  that  the  House  was  infectious  ? 

Of  course  I  could  only  suppose  that  was  the  Reason. 

Did  you  represent  to  the  Board  that  Mr.  King  had  warned  you  not  to  ff> 
into  the  House,  and  you  supposed  that  must  be  on  account  of  Infection  ? 
I  do  not  remember  (hat  X  did. 

Why  did  you  not? 

Because  Mr.  King  had  made  a  written  Communication  himself  to  the  Board, 
which  I  considered  to  be  sufficient. 

That 
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That  was  on  the  25th  of  October ;  do  you  suppose  that  this  Communication      Mr.  F.  Axford. 
had  taken  place  before  the  15th  of  October,  and  not  at  a  Period  since?  ' 

I  should  think  not. 

Then  this  Circumstance  must  have  arisen  afterwards  j  did  you  let  that  pass, 
and  not  state  it  to  the  Board  ? 

I  think  it  was  about  the  Time  when  he  made  the  written  Communication ; 
I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with  it  at  any  other  Period  j  it  was  when  we 
were  so  anxious  about  the  State  of  the  House. 

Being  anxious  about  the  State  of  the  House,  and  you  supposing  there  was 
Infection  in  the  House,  why  did  you  not  state  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  that 
that  was  your  Opinion  ?  , 

I  did  not  do  it  for  the  very  Reason  that  the  Medical  Officer's  Report  was 
before  the  Board  at  my  Request. 

Did  the  Medical  Officer  ever  report  that  he  feared  Infection  prevailed  in 
the  House  ? 

He  only  reported  that  which  your  Lordship  has  read. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  Mr.  King  ever  made  any  other  Report  beside  that 
on  the  25th  of  October,  and  on  some  Date  in  December^  about  the  ulcerated 
Legs  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  any  other ;  I  have  a  strong  Recollection  of  the 
first,  in  consequence  of  my  feeling  the  Necessity  of  it. 

You  state  that  you  yourself  had  an  Impression  upon  your  Mind  that  there 
was  Infection  in  the  House;  having  that  Impression,  why  did  you  not  state 
that  to  the  Board,  that  they  might  know  the  real  State  of  Things  ? 

I  think  your  Lordships  assume  that  I  proceeded  upon  the  Case  of  its  being 
infectious,  when  certainly  I  did  not  go  to  the  Extent  which  might  be  pre- 
sumed ;  he  certainly  said  to  me  that  it  was  undesirable  to  go  into  the  Wards 
any  more  than  could  be  helped,  and  he  had  himself  been  poorly  from  it. 

What  did  you  imagine  then  to  be  the  Case  with  respect  to  Infection  ? 
That  the  greatest  Caution  should  be  taken. 

For  fear  of  Infection  ? 
Yes. 

You  having  that  Impression  upon  your  Mind,  why  did  you  not  report  it  to 
the  Board,  that  they  might  take  the  necessary  Measures  ? 

I  considered  that  the  Board  were  apprised  of  the  whole  Circumstance,  that 
they  were  aware  of  it  as  well  as  myself. 

How  were  they  aware  of  it;  was  there  any  thing  in  the  Report  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  which  stated  that  ? 

I  really  cannot  say  without  referring  to  the  Book. 

Was  there  ever  any  Conversation  with  any  Persons  at  the  Board  in  which  it 
was  stated  that  there  was  an  infectious  Disorder  in  the  House  ? 

I  cannot  say  that  there  was  ever  any  Conversation  j  but  the  Board  certainly 
knew  the  unhealthy  State  of  the  House. 

The  House  was  particularly  under  your  Charge  as  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

I  really  cannot  say  further  than  I  have  said  upon  the  Subject,  and  that  I  do 
not  remember  having  made  any  Report  to  the  Extent  which  appears  to  be 
inferred. 

Do  you  not  conceive  the  House  was  more  particularly  under  your  Charge  as 
the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Certainly. 

That  being  the  Case,  and  you  having  a  Suspicion  upon  your  Mind  that  there 
was  an  infectious  Disease  existing  in  the  House,  was  it  not  your  Duty  to  report 
that  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

I  considered  that  it  was  the  Medical  Officer's  Duty  to  report  every  thing  of 
that  Character  to' the  Board. 

How  was  the  Medical  Officer  to  report  that  ? 
Through  his  Medical  Report. 
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Mr.F.Axford.         ^^  j^  ^qj  y^y^  Dyj-y  tQ  report  it,  in  order  that  the  Board  of  Guardians 
'  should  not  be  left  in  Ignorance  on  a  Subject  of  that  Kind  ? 

I  do  not  think  they  were  in  Ignorance  at  all  of  the  State  of  the  House. 

What  makes  you  suppose  they  were  not  ignorant  of  the  Circumstance  ? 
Because  we  were  in  the  habit  of  talking  of  the  general  State  of  the  House. 

You  were  in  the  habit  of  talking  to  the  Board  of  the  general  State  of  the 
House  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  ever  talked  on  that  Subject  in  the  Presence  of  Mr.  Warry,  the 
Chairman  ? 

I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  as  to  our  stating  that  the  State  of  the  House 
was  infectious  ;  we  spoke  of  the  Diarrhoea  and  Cholic  as  being  there. 

Did  you  ever  state  to  Mr.  Warry,  or  any  Member  of  the  Board  likely  to 
take  an  influential  Part,  that  this  Caution  had  been  given  you  by  Mr.  King, 
that  the  Fact  had  been  stated  to  you  by  him»  and  he  himself  had  been 
affected  ? 

No ;  I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with  that. 

Do  you  think  it  was  doing  your  Duty  as  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee 
not  to  report  such  Circumstances  as  that  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

I  may  have  been  remiss,  but  I  felt  most  anxious  and  desirous  to  do  my 
Duty,  and  I  thought  I  was  doing  it  to  the  utmost. 

Do  you  think,  looking  back  upon  it,  that  it  was  proper  on  the  Part  of  the 
Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee^  if  they  had  any  Suspicion  that  there  was 
an  infectious  Disorder  in  the  House,  not  to  report  that  to  the  Board  ? 

Undoubtedly  I  should  say  that  if  the  Board  had  been  strongly  impressed 
at  the  Time  with  the  Infection  a  Report  ought  to  have  been  made  to  that 
Effect,  but  I  must  state  again  that  I  considered  that  the  Medical  Officer  had 
reported  what  he  considered  the  real  State  of  the  House ;  and  feeh'ng  the  great 
Responsibility  we  were  under  I  requested  he  might  make  the  Communication. 
I  cannot  recollect  the  Dates  and  Periods. 

As  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  it  was  your  Duty  to  inspect  the 
House  ? 
It  was. 

If  you  were  cautioned  by  the  Medical  Man  not  to  visit  the  House  on 
account  of  the  State  of  it,  was  not  it  your  Duty  to  represent  that  to  the  Board, 
that  you  might  get  rid  of  the  Responsibility  of  not  having  visited  the  House? 

The  Impression  upon  my  Mind  is,  that  it  was  at  that  Period  the  Letter  was 
written  to  the  Board,  and  it  was  so  stated ;  I  may  be  wrong,  but  1  do  not 
know  why,  unless  that  was  so;  I  applied  to  the  Medical  Officer  to  report  to 
the  Board  the  State  of  the  House. 

Did  you  not  hear  the  Letter  read  to  the  Board,  or  look  at  the  Letter  ? 
I  heard  the  Letter  read. 

There  is  nothing  in  that  Letter  stating  any  thing  like  Infection  ? 
I  cannot  go  beyond  the  Letter,  except  the  private  Communication  I  bad 
with  the  Medical  Officer. 

Having  had  that  private  Communication,  was  it  doing  your  Duty  to  allow 
the  Board  to  remain  in  Ignorance  of  those  Circumstances? 

I  must  allow  that  it  was  not  proper  to  allow  the  Board  to  be  in  Ignorance 
of  any  one  Thing,  but  I  still  considered  the  Medical  Officer  to  be  the  proper 
Person  to  report  those  Circumstances. 

You  had  a  responsible  Duty  as  a  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Yes  J  and  I  felt  that  very  torcibly. 

One  of  those  Duties  was  to  visit  the  House  ? 
Yes ;  and  I  visited  the  House. 

But  you  were  warned  by  the  Medical  Officer  not  to  visit  the  House  ? 
I  visited  the  House,  I  think,  afterwards  j  but  I  am  afraid  I  am  wrong  as  io 
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the  Period  of  the  Conversation  ;  the  Time  passed  is  so  long  since  that  I  cannot     ^r.  F.  Axford. 
fix  myself  as  to  the  Date.  : 

Was  it  well  known    in  Bridgwater    that    such  a  Disease  existed  in  the 
Workhouse  ? 
It  was  talked  of. 

Was  it  the  general  Opinion  that  it  was  a  Disease  which  was  supposed  to  be 
infectious  to  a  greater  or  less  Degree  ? 

On  the  Point  of  its  being  infectious  I  will  not  say,  but  the  House  being  in 
an  unhealthy  State  was  talked  of;  as  to  Infection  I  cannot  say. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  making  any  Representation  upon  the  Subject 
of  the  House  being  too  full,  and  begging  the  Board  not  to  send  other  Persons 
in? 

Yes  J  and  I  think  that  was  at  the  Period  when  there  was  the  Letter  respecting 
sore  Legs. 

Was  there  any  Conversation  at  that  Time  as  to  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
Its  generally  unhealthy  State,  and  the  Desirableness  of  having  no  more 
brought  in. 

Do  you  recollect  an  Application  being  made  for  a  general  Change  of  Diet? 
I  do  not. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Warry  saying,  "You  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Diet 
of  the  healthy  j  you  may  order  what  you  please  for  the  sick'*? 

I  think  not ;  what  I  recollect  is,  that  the  Visiting  Committee  were  very 
anxious  for  Milk,  but  they  confined  it  to  the  Children.  There  was  rather  a 
Difference  in  the  Visiting  Committee  upon  that  Point,  some  thinking  that 
they  ought  to  adhere  closely  to  the  Dietary  returned  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  some  not. 

Are  you  speaking  of  the  Visiting  Committee  or  the  Board  ? 

I  am  speaking  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  that  we  went  before  the  Board 
and  stated  that,  and  the  Board  requested  us  to  withdraw  into  an  Anteroom, 
and  see  whether  we  could  not  agree  in  our  Opinion  j  the  Majority  of  the 
Committee  thought  we  must  adhere  to  the  Dietary,  upon  which  the  Minority, 
of  which  I  was  one,  who  were  desirous  of  Milk,  gave  up  our  Opinion. 

At  that  Time  you  had  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical  Man  ? 
Yes ;  it  had  been  said  that  Milk  would  be  much  better  for  the  Children  and 
the  sick  and  aged. 

After  Mr.  Baker  had  brought  forward  the  Impropriety  of  sending  any  more 
Paupers  in,  were  any  more  sent  into  the  House  ? 

1  cannot  say ;  I  tiiink  that  that  was  attended  to  by  the  Board,  as  far  as  I 
can  charge  my  Memory* 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  being  sent  into  the 
House  ? 

No,  I  do  not. 

Did  you  continue  a  Guardian  after  the  first  Year  ? 
No  J  only  the  first  Year. 

Will  you  endeavour  to  carry  back  your  Recollection  to  this  Period  j  is  it 
not  a  matter  of  fact  that  so  much  has  been  said  and  written  about  this 
Diarrhoea  and  Infection  since  that  Period,  that  People's  Minds  have  come  to 
think  much  more  of  the  Infection,  and  much  more  of  the  Diarrhoea  which 
existed,  than  they  thought  at  the  Time  ? 

In  answer  to  that  I  can  only  say  I  have  not  read  any  Matters  which  have 
been  published ;  I  have  not  entered  into  it;  I  have  kept  away  from  the  Discussions 
about  it. 

You  do  not  think  more  of  it  now  than  you  thought  at  that  Time? 
I  do  not. 

You  were  very  anxious  about  the  State  of  Health  of  the  House  ? 
Yes. 


(151.82.)  7  L  «  You 

Digitized  by 


Google 


1188    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Mr.KJxford.         You  knew  Mr.  Poole? 
■  Yes,  I  did. 

Do  you  not  recollect  having  a  Conversation  with  him  about  the  Health  of 
the  House  about  the  Month  of  September  1836  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  recollect  having  any  Conversation  with  Mr.  King  previous  to  his 
writing  the  Letter  of  the  25th  October  ? 

On  the  same  Day ;  I  believe  it  was  on  the  same  Day,  or  "the  Week  previous; 
but  I  think  it  was  the  same  Day. 

Was  that  Letter  written  at  your  Suggestion  ? 
It  was. 

Do  you  mean  to. say  that  it  would  not  have  been  written  but  for  your 
Suggestion  ? 

I  think  not ;  that  is  to  say,  at  my  own  Suggestion  and  that  of  other  Members 
of  the  Committee. 

Was  it  not  the  Fact  that  the  Committee  went  in  general  as  a  Body  from  the 
Place  where  they  met  to  the  Board  Room  ? 

Yes. 

They  took  the  Book,  and  delivered  it  to  the  Chairman,  who  read  the  Entries 
from  the  Chair  in  a  loud  Voice  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  that,  either  the  Week  before  that  Letter  was  written,  or  tlie 
Fortnight  before,  the  Committee  had  determined  that  One  Gentleman  of  the 
Committee  should  address  the  Board,  and  state  to  the  Board  that  the  House 
was  very  unhealthy,  and  it  was  desirable  something  should  be  done  ? 

I  do  not ;  I  merely  recollect  the  Necessity  of  a  Letter  being  sent  by  the 
Medical  Officer  being  stated. 

Mr.  Colthurst  was  the  other  Member  beside  you  ? 
Yes. 

He  was  an  active  Member  ? 
Yes- 
Do  you  not  recollect  a  Determination  come  to  by  the  Committee  on  the 
10th  or  11th  of  October,  that  the  Committee  should  address  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  and  request  that  some  Alteration  should  be  made  respecting  the 
Diet,  in  consequence  of  the  State  of  the  Sickness  in  the  House  ? 
I  do  not. 

If  you  had  been  the  Spokesman  do  you  think  you  should  have  reool- 
lected  it  ? 

I  think  I  must  have  recollected  it. 

You  do  not  recollect  the  Committee  coming  to  that  Resolution  ? 
I  do  not  indeed. 

You  recollect  that  on  the  25th  of  October  you  did  come  to  a  Resolution  to 
request  Mr.  King  to  make  to  the  Board  a  Statement  of  the  Alterations  be 
wished  to  have  made  respecting  the  Diet  ? 

Yes. 

That  was  done  ? 
It  was  done. 

The  Board  complied  with  that  Recommendation  ? 
Yes. 

What  he  applied  for  was  agreed  to  ? 

I  apprehend  it  was  j  I  think  that  Milk  was  substituted  for  Gruel. 

Were  not  you  at  the  Board  the  next  Week,  when  a  Letter  was  brought  from 
Mr.  Poole,  stating  that  great  Advantage  had  arisen  from  the  Alterations  which 
had  taken  place  ? 

Yes. 

There 
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There  was  no  other  Communication  that  you  know  of  ever  made  by  Mr.  King     Mr.  F.  Jxford. 

to  the  Board  except  that  with  respect  to  the  sore  Legs  ?  

That  is  the  only  one  that  I  remember. 

That  also  was  immediately  complied  with  ? 
Yes. 

There  was  an  Application  made  in  consequence  of  the  Fullness  of  the 
House,  and  the  Inconvenience  which  arose  from  the  Smell  arising  from  the 
sore  Legs? 

Yes. 

Not  at  all  from  Infection  arising  from  the  sore  Legs? 

No ;  I  do  not  think  that  formed  a  Part  of  the  Consideration. 

Did  you  understand  Mr.  King  to  say  that  the  Gruel  was  a  healthy  Diet 
for  any  except  those  in  bad  Health  and  Children  ? 

The  Difference,  I  apprehend,  was  that  the  Gruel,  having  been  given  to  the 
Children  and  those  in  a  weak  State  of  Health,  had  produced  Diarrhoea^  which 
was  communicated  the  more  readily  to  those  in  Health  from  those  in  Health 
also  having  used  Gruel;  that  their  Bowels  were  excited  by  it,  and  more 
ready  to  take  the  Disease ;  that  was  Matter  of  Conversation  which  passed 
between  us. 

Is  it  in  your  Recollection  that  Mr.  King  said  it  was  a  Diet  likely  to  produce 
Disorder  in  People  who  before  that  were  healthy  ? 

In  the  Way  I  have  described ;  that  they  were  more  ready  to  take  it  from 
others;  that  it  was  more  readily  imparted,  from  those  who  were  in  a  healthy 
State  having  been  dieted  on  Grueh 

Was  that  signified  to  the  Board  in  any  other  Way  than  by  the  Letter  of  the 
25th  of  October? 
No,  I  believe  not. 

Do  you  recollect,  during  your  Continuance  at  the  Board,  which  was  up  to 
Lady  Day  1837,  the  Propriety  or  Necessity  of  changing  the  Diet  Table  being 
pressed  upon  the  Board  ? 

No ;  the  Subject  of  the  Diet  was  veir  much  debated  at  first.  The  whole 
Board  chose  that  as  the  Diet  most  liKely  to  be  approved;  after  that  the 
Visiting  Committee  were  very  anxious  to  continue  the  Use  of  Milk  to  the 
younger  Children ;  and  the  Matter  having  been  regularly  discussed  over  and 
over  again  by  the  several  Members  of  the  Board,  considering  it  of  'conse« 
quence,  all  their  Minds  were  made  up  to  act  up  to  the  Dietary.  I  do  not 
recollect  that  any  thing  else  was  said  about  it. 

The  Diet  Table  was  fixed  after  Consideration  by  the  Committee  ? 
Yes. 

After  this  Complaint  appearing  do  you  recollect  any  regular  Business-like 
Discussions  at  the  Board,  or  any  Motion  made  for  a  Change  of  Diet  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

For  the  healthy  ? 

No ;  I  do  not  recollect  any  Proposal  of  a  Change  for  them. 

You  attended  very  regularly  ? 

Yes,  except  during  the  Time,  which  was  Three  or  Four^ Weeks,  when  I  was 
from  home. 

Should  you  have  heard  that  if  it  had  occurred  ? 
I  think  I  should. 

If  such  a  Proposal  had  been  made,  and  it  had  been  put  down  by  Mr.Warry 's 
Interference,  should  you  have  recollected  that  ? 

Yes ;  I  think  I  should  have  recollected  it,  if  there  had  been  a  Proposal  for 
a  general  Alteration  of  Diet ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Kind. 

Should  you  say,  from  what  you  have  seen  of  the  Board,  that  Mr.  Warry  was 
a  Person  likely  by  any  violent  Means  to  repress  any  Motion  which  might  be 
made? 

Decidedly  not ;  Mr.  Warry,  as  a  Chairman,  acted  courteously  towards  all. 
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Mr.F.Ax/ord.         It  was  not  at  all  likely  that  if  such  a  Motion  was  about  to  be  made  by  any 
—       Member  he  should  have  prevented  it  by  putting  him  down,  and  saying  be 

would  not  put  such  a  Motion  ? 

I  should  conceive  not ;  1  always  found  him  ready  to  submit  any  Motion 

that  I  made. 

Did  you  frequently  make  Motions  ? 
Yes. 

And  Motions  he  disapproved  ? 

Yes. 

Did  he  object  to  put  them  ? 
Never. 

You  know  Mr.  Evered  Poole,  the  Surgeon  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  not  frequently  make  Applications  to  the  Board  for  Things  which  be 
wanted  ? 
I  do  not  remember. 

He  acted  for  Mr.  King,  did  he  not  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

Do  you  recollect  any  Applications  he  made  direct  to  the  Board,  without 
going  through  the  Visiting  Committee? 
I  do  not. 

Was  it  generally  understood  that  the  Medium  of  Communication  between 
the  Medical  Man  and  the  Board  of  Guardians  was  the  Visiting  Committee? 

That  was  the  proper  Channel,  but  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  always 
adhered  to. 

Are  you  not  aware  of  Instances  where  it  was  not  adhered  to  ? 

The  Medical  Report  was  always  laid  upon  the  Table  for  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  and  if  any  thing  particular  was  introduced  therein  the  Chairman 
or  some  Member  of  the  Board  took  notice  of  it ;  I  think  that  was  the  general 
Way  in  which  the  Medical  Report  was  adopted. 

Did  it  not  frequently  happen  that  the  Medical  Gentlemen  did  communicate 
direct  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

They  might  have  occasionally  done  so,  but  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

It  will  appear  upon  the  Minutes  if  it  is  so  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  not  recollect  Mr.  Evered  Poole  frequently  communicating  to  you  at 
your  different  Meetings  that  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  before  that 
Letter  was  written  ? 

J  was  allowed  Permission  Yesterday  to  see  the  Minutes  of  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee ;  I  think  I  saw  one  Entry,  in  consequence  of  what  had  passed  between 
Mr.  Poole  and  myself,  where  it  speaks  of  the  Cholic  and  Diarrhoea  being  in 
the  House. 

How  long  was  that  before  the  Letter  of  Mr.  King  ? 
I  really  cannot  say  without  referring  to  the  Book. 

Was  it  some  Weeks  before  ? 

The  Impression  upon  my  Mind  is,  that  this  Entry  with  respect  to  the  Cholic 
and  Diarrhoea  was  in  consequence  of  a  Communication  with  Mr.  Poole. 

Mr.  Poole  attended  for  Mn  King  while  he  was  absent  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  how  many  Times  Mr.  Poole  had  told  the  Visiting  Committee 
that  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  cannot  recollect  that. 

Do  you  not  think  he  had  told  you  that  Three  or  Four  Times? 
I  cannot  recollect }  it  is  very  possible  he  might  have  done  so  twice* 
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Three  Times  ?                                                                                                       Mr.  f,  Axford. 
I  cannot  say  indeed.  

Had  he  not  told  you  that  the  People  were  dying  ? 
That  there  were  Deaths  we  knew. 

And  Deaths  from  Diarrhoea  ? 
Yes ;  we  understood  so. 

Had  he  not  told  you  that  there  were  Nine  or  Ten  died  of  it  before  that 
Time? 

There  were  some  Persons  died ;  some  old  Persons  died,  I  believe. 

Was  not  that  before  that  Letter  was  written  ? 

Yes,  I  think  it  was ;  and  it  was  that  which  impressed  my  Mind  so  strongly 
with  the  Necessity  of  Mr.  King's  Report. 

Mn  King  states  that  it  is  proper  to  alter  the  Diet  with  respect  to  the 
Children  and  Persons  who  were  sick  ;  do  you  not  recollect  now  that  after  the 
Diarrhoea  got  worse  in  the  House  that  other  Persons  fell  sick  ? 

I  recollect  Mr.  Poole's  Observation  after  Mr.  King's  Letter ;  I  cannot  take 
upon  myself  to  say  how  it  was ;  I  rather  think  Mr.  Poole's  Conversation  with 
me  was  some  Time  in  October,  and  that  what  is  referred  to  by  your  Lordships 
must  have  been  at  a  later  Period  ;  but  your  Lordships  will  make  Allowance  for 
my  not  recollecting  Dates  after  such  a  Period  has  elapsed. 

Do  you  communicate  much  with  the  Poor  in  Bridgwater? 
I  have  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  the  Poor. 

Do  you  know  that  at  that  Time  the  Poor  had  a  very  great  Horror  of  going 
into  the  Workhouse,  from  the  Fear  of  an  infectious  Disorder  prevailing  there, 
between  the  25th  of  October  and  the  following  Year  ? 

I  am  not  aware  of  that  arising  from  the  infectious  State  of  the  House ;  that 
goes  beyond  my  Impression ;  my  Idea  was  that  they  had  a  Horror  generally 
of  the  House  being  unhealthy. 

Can  you  not  say  whether  they  considered  it  infectious  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

That  is  perhaps  the  most  likely  Thing  to  occasion  their  having  a  Horror  of 
the  House,  if  they  supposed  they  were  going  into  the  Midst  of  Infection  ? 

It  is  a  Prejudice  which  I  think  they  will  overcome  when  they  see  it  is  well 
calculated  for  their  Good,  and  they  find  that  the  House  is  in  the  State  it  ought 
to  be ;  but  this  was  not  the  regular  House. 

Did  not  their  Dislike  to  the  Workhouse  increase  during  the  latter  End  of 
1836  and  the  Beginning  of  1837 ;  was  not  it  much  greater  than  at  any  former 
Period? 

I  cannot  say  that  it  was ;  but  knowing  that  the  House  was  unhealthy,  of 
course  their  Reluctance  would  be  increased. 

Was  not  it  generally  considered  by  the  Town  that  there  was  an  infectious 
Disease  in  the  House  ? 

I  cannot  say  that ;  I  do  not  remember ;  1  should  say  that  the  House  was 
generally  spoken  of  as  being  in  a  very  unhealthy  State  j  my  Answer  always  ^ 

was,  that  the  Medical  Officers  were  exceedingly  attentive,  and  that  every  Care 
was  taken,  which  certainly  was  the  Case,  with  those  who  were  sick ;  whatever 
the  Medical  Officer  thought  necessary  he  prescribed  for  them,  the  very  best  of 
Things  if  necessary;  and  I  believe  the  Governor  and  the  Visiting  Committee, 
or  the  Board,  never  interfered  in  case  of  Sickness. 

Were  not  the  Medical  Officers  skilful  and  attentive  ? 
I  believe  so. 

Notwithstanding  that  a  great  Number  of  Persons  died  in  the  Workhouse  of 
this  Disorder? 

There  were  a  great  many  died. 

You  were  just  now  asked  whether  Nine  or  Ten  Persons  had  not  died  of 
Diarrhoea  before  the  Letter  of  Mr.  King  to  the  Board  was  written  ? 
I  think  it  very  likely  it  was  before  that  Letter. 
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Mr.F.Axford.         ^^  V^^  know  the  Number  who  had  died  in  the  Workhouse  from  the 
'  '     Beginning  to  that  Time  ? 

I  have  seen  the  Statement  made,  but  did  not  investigate  the  Fact ;  it  was 
stated  by  Mr.  Baker  that  there  were  a  great  Number  of  Deaths. 

Previous  to  the  25th  of  October? 

I  believe  the  Question  was  whether  there  were  Eight  or  Nine  died  previous 

to  the  25th  of  October ;  I  suppose  that  must  have  been  the  Number. 

» 

If  it  should  turn  out  that  from  the  15th  of  July  to  the  25th  of  October 
inclusive,  or  up  to  the  26th  of  October  exclusive,  only  Eleven  had  died,  of 
whom  Two  had  died  of  Dropsy,  One  of  Palsy,  One  of  old  Age,  One  of 
Syphilis,  One  aged  Seventy-eight  of  natural  Decay,  One  of  Two  Years  and  a 
Half  old  of  Measles,  arfd  One  Two  Months  old  of  no  Complaint  mentiooed, 
is  it  not  quite  clear  that  Nine  or  Ten  had  not  died  of  Diarrhoea  previous  to  the 
15th  of  October? 

Then  of  course  I  must  be  wrong. 

According  to  the  Medical  Man's  Return  One  only  appeared  to  have  died 
of  Diarrhoea  ? 

,  Then  I  must  be  mistaken  as  to  the  Date ;    I  ought  to  be  very  guarded,  as 
having  no  Memory  as  to  Dates. 

'Was  it  ever  suggested  to  the  Visiting  Committee,  or  by  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  or  by  anybody  else  to  the  Board  ofGuaN 
dians,  that,  instead  of  sending  other  Persons  into  a  House  in  tliat  State,  they 
should  hire  other  Rooms  or  Houses  to  put  the  People  into  ? 

Your  Lordships  are  aware  that  they  have  another  House  at  Petherton;  I 
do  not  remember  its  being  proposed  that  there  should  be  other  Rooms  or 
Houses  hired. 

Was  there  any  Conversation  on  that  Point  ? 

I  do  not  remember  any,  except  that  it  was  considered  that  the  House  was 
too  full,  and  that  it  was  only  under  pressing  Circumstances  allowable  to  send 
in  any  more  ;  and  we  came  to  the  Conclusion  that  no  more  should  be  admitted 
into  the  House  than  could  be  helped. 

Did  it  never  occur  to  you  or  the  Guardians  that  you  might  relieve  the 
House  by  hiring  another  House  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  that  ever  occurred  to  myself.  If  we  had  taken 
another  House  it  would  have  been  increasing  the  Expense  ;  we  should  hardly 
have  known  the  End  of  it. 

That  House  was  so  crowded  as  to  increase  the  Sickness  ;  surely  the  Board 
ought  not  to  have  made  the  Pounds,  Shillings^  and  Pence  a  Consideratioa 
while  the  Health  of  the  Paupers  was  suffering  ? 

Your  Lordship  is  right  in  saying  that  j  the  Board  ought  not  to  make  the 
Pounds,  Shillings,  and  Pence  a  Consideration  j  but  I  really  do  not  think  that 
was  considered  at  all. 

Had  not  the  Consideration  of  the  Pounds,  Shillings,  and  Pence  more  Influ- 
ence  on  the  Minds  of  the  Guardians,  when  it  prevented  their  listening  to  the 
Proposal  to  take  another  House  ? 

I  never  heard  it  proposed  to  take  another  House. 

It  never  did  occur  to  your  Mind,  or  to  the  Minds  of  the  Visiting  Committee, 
that  that  would  be  a  ready  Way  of  preventing  the  filling  of  the  House  in  so 
improper  a  Way  as  you  have  described  ? 

I  do  not  remember  that  that  was  suggested  by  any  one. 

After  it  had  been  suggested  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  not  to  fill  the  House 
more  than  they  could  help  it  has  been  stated  that  there  were  People  still  sent 
into  the  House  ? 

There  was  still  every  Inclination  not  to  send  in  any  more  than  it  was  neces^ 
sary  to  send. 

Do  you  believe  that  the  Number  was  not  increased  ? 
I  do  not  think  it  was  much  increased  ;  the  Board  were  desirous  of  paying 
Attention  to  the  Reports,  so  as  not  to  unnecessarily  increase  the  Number. 
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In  your  Opioion,  did  not  the  Board  pay  every  possible  Attention  to  the     Mr.  E  Oxford. 
Recommendation  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ?  

I  can  only  say  that  I  had  been  fully  satisfied  at  the  Termination  of  the  Y^ar 
with  'the  Conduct  of  the  Board;  I  thought  they  had  worked  well  together; 
there  was  a  fair  Difference  of  Opinion,  some  carrying  out  the  Letter  of  the 
Law,  others  acting  in  the  Spirit  of  it ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  there  was  the 
Peeling  on  the  Part  of  all  the  Guardians  that  we  were  bound  to  do  the  best 
we  could  for  the  Poor,  as  well  as  the  Inhabitants  of  the  District. 

There  was  no  Object,  in  putting  in  any  of  the  People,  of  slaying  them  ? 
No. 

They  were  not  put  there  for  the  Purpose  of  murdering  them  ? 
No ;  if  they  had  been  I  am  sure  I  should  have  stood  up  and  resisted   it ; 
and  I  am  sure  every  one  would  have  done  so. 

You  would  not  have  aided  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  murder  those  People 
by  putting  them  in  there? 

1  should  have  been  ashamed  of  myself  if  I  had. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  House  was  at  one  Time  so  full  that  it  was  necessary 
when  they  introduced  another  Family  to  remove  a  Corpse  to  give  them  a  Bed 
to  lie  on  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  having  heard  that  Circumstance. 

Was  not  the  House  fuller  at  the  Close  of  the  Year  than  it  had  been  at  any 
Time  previously  ? 

The  Books  will  answer  that ;  I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with  it. 

You  niention  that  you  were  absent  for  Six  Weeks  from  Sickness  during  the 
Months  of  January  and  February  ? 
I  was. 

You  were  absent  also  another  Month  on  a  Journey  ? 
Yes  ;  that  was  the  Month  of  October  I  was  absent. 

Are  you  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  House  to  know  whether,  if  any 
Person  should  have  said  that  a  Corpse  was  removed  to  make  Room  for  a  Family 
that  came  in,  that  was  correct  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  the  Circumstance. 

You  cannot  state  whether  such  a  Circumstance  occurred  ? 
I  cannot  say  indeed. 

The  House  may  have  been  so  full  that  it  was  necessary  to  remove  a  Corpse 
to  make  Room  for  a  Family  without  your  knowing  it? 
Certainty ;  the  Governor  may  have  done  it. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  going  to  the  Board,  and  taking  the  Death 
Book  in  his  Hand  ? 

Yes ;  I  remember  the  Circumstance. 

Can  you  state  the  Date  ? 
I  cannot. 

When  he  did  that  what  else  did  he  state  ? 

He  stated  the  simple  Fact,  to  draw  the  Attention  of  the  Board  to  the  Cir- 
cumstance  of  the  Number  of  Deaths  which  had  occurred,  and  to  the  Account, 
with  all  the  Force  he  possibly  could. 

With  regard  to  what? 

With  regard  to  the  Health,  not  to  the  Number  in  the  House. 

How  was  that  met  by  the  Board  ? 

It  was  met  by  a  very  good  Feeling,  as  far  as  I  recollect. 

Was  any  thing  said  about  the  House  not  being  full,  and  that  until  it  was 
quite  full  they  would  continue  sending  Paupers  ? 

No }  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Kind ;  I  remember  Mr.  Baker 
making  the  Report,  and  that  it  was  pressed  upon  the  Mind  of  the  Board,  and 
that  they  acted  upon  that. 
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Mr.  F.  Jxford.         There  was  Dothiog  said  about  the  House  not  being  fuU»  and  that  they  should 

. continue  to  send  in  Paupers  until  it  was  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Eand. 

Do  you  not  recollect  Paupers  being  sent  in  after  that  ? 
There  were  Paupers  sent  in  during  Part  of  the  Time,  but  I  believe  not 
when  the  House  was  full. 

You  stated  that  you  and  Mr.  Baker  very  much  co^)perated  upon  thb 
Point? 

Yes. 

Were  you  aware  before  Mr.  Baker  made  this  Proposition  with  the  Death 
Book  in  his  Hand  that  he  was  going  to  do  it  ? 
I  was  not. 

But  you  were  inclined  to  support  his  Views  ? 

We  had  all  been  very  desirous  to  promote  the  Bill  as  well  as  we  could,  for 
the  Interests  of  the  Poor  and  the  Interests  of  all  Parties. 

When  be  made  this  Appeal  to  the  Board  did  you  concur  with  him  in  point 
of  Feeling? 

So  far,  if  his  Figures  were  correct,  which  I  did  not  doubt ;  but  I  had  not 
gone  into  the  Detail  with  him ;  I  had  considered  him  as  generally  correct ;  I 
presumed  that  that  which  he  submitted  was  correct. 

With  that  Feeling,  your  Inclination  would  have  been  to  support  his  View? 
Yes ;  as  to  not  increasing  the  Number  in  the  House. 

If  it  had  occurred  that  some  Person  had  said,  *^  Crowded  or  not  crowded, 
the  House  has  not  so  many  Inmates  as  it  is  reported  able  to  contain,  and 
therefore  we  shall  not  attend  to  that  Recommendation,  but  send  in  Persons 
till  it  is  full,"  would  not  that  have  struck  you  ? 

If  it  had  caught  my  Ear  I  should  have  noticed  it  certainly;  but  the  Room 
is  very  long,  and  a  Person  at  the  other  End  c^  the  Table  might  have  made 
that  Observation  and  I  not  have  heard  it;  if  that  had  been  made  as  a  general 
Proposition  before  the  Board  I  must  have  heard  it. 

You  did  not  hear  such  a  Proposition  ? 

No. 

What  did  Mr.  Baker^s  Figures  prove  ? 

The  Number  of  Deaths  was  large ;  I  have  not  the  Nuiaber  in  my 
Recollection. 

Paupers  still  were  sent  in? 

I  am  not  aware  of  the  Number  sent  in,  but  there  wis  every  Wish  to  confine 
it  as  much  as  possible. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  coming  forward  with  the  Death  Book  ? 
I  do. 

It  was  not  Mr.  Bowen  ? 

No  i  he  was  not  in  the  Board  at  the  Time. 

Mr.  Baker  is  a  Person  who  has  long  lived  in  Bridgwater  ? 
He  has. 

He  has  taken  a  great  deal  of  pains  on  this  Subject  ? 

Yes ;  he  is  a  Person  whose  Opinion  is  to  be  valued  at  any  Time* 

Is  he  a  Man  of  very  eager  Temper,  and  liable  to  take  up  a  Tiling  hastily? 
He  is  a  Person  who  calculates  coolly  about  Things.. 

He  is  a  respectable  Man? 
Highly  respectable. 

To  your  Knowledge  did  he  take  a  great  deal  of  pains  about  the  Work- 
house ? 
He  did. 
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Wes  that  under  the  old  Law  or  the  new  ?  Mr.  f.  Jxfmd- 

Under  the  old  Law ;  I  do  not  recollect  at  what  Period,  but  he  was  Overseer,       

and  took  a  very  active  Part, 

You  know  Mr.  Bowen  ? 
Yes. 

Mr.  Bowen  is  a  Man  of  rather  a  warm  Temper? 

Excuse  me  for  saying  much  about  that ;  he  is  warmer  than  Mr.  Baker. 

Is  he  a  respectable  Man  ? 

No  one  more  so ;  they  are  both  Men  of  the  highest  Honour. 

Mr.  Baker  is  a  zealous  Adherent  of  Mr,  Bowen's  ? 

They  are  particular  Friends ;  I  fancy  there  has  been  the  greatest  Intimacy 
and  Friendship  subsisting  between  them  for  many  Years* 

Mr.  Baker  is  a  great  Friend  to  the  Poor  Law  ? 
I  think  he  approves  of  the  Principle. 

So  does  Mr.  Bowen,  does  not  he  ? 

I  cannot  say  indeed  ;  I  have  not  read  his  Pamphlet  I  think  the  Act  will 
do  much  Good,  but  as  an  Individual  I  wish  it  were  not  strained  quite 
50  far  J  the  Spirit  of  the  Act  will  do  Good  I  am  sure  throughout  the  Country. 

Was  not  it  a  prevailing  Opinion  at  the  Board  that  the  Medical  Men  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  general  Diet  of  the  House,  notwithstanding  that  such 
Diet  might  be  injurious  to  the  Health  of  its  Inmates  ;  that  their  Authority  was 
limited  to  the  sick  ? 

That  was  the  Understanding,  I  believe,  that  their  Authority  extended  to 
the  sick  only. 

Under  that  Impression,  were  the  Visiting  Committee  deterred  from  making 
the  Observations  relative  to  the  Diet  which  you  otherwise  would  have  done  ? 

No ;  I  do  not  think  we  were  deterred  from  making  any  Observation,  but  we 
had  tried  so  long  about  Milk,  and  it  had  been  such  a  Matter  of  Discussion 
constantly,  and  we  at  last  found  ourselves  in  such  a  Minority,  that  we  gave 
up  ;  we  had  determined  on  a  certain  Dietary  as  recommended  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  it  was  considered  that  we  must  adhere  to  that. 

Although  that  Dietary  was  so  injurious  to  the  Health  of  the  Inmates  ? 
I  do  not  think  that  was  a  Part  of  the  Feeling. 

You  were  informed  that  such  a  Dietary  was  likely  to  be  injurious  to  the 
Health  of  the  Inmates  ? 
Yes. 

You  did  not  make  a  Representation  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Diet  in 
consequence  ? 

No ;  becauae  I  considered  it  to  be  the  Duty  of  the  Medical  Officer  to  make 
a  Representation  upon  the  Subject  of  what  he  thought  necessary  for  the  Health 
of  the  Inmates. 

Did  you  not  think  there  should  be  some  other  Interference  to  remedy  this 
Evil? 

That  was  why  I  wished  the  Statement  to  come  from  the  Medical  Officer  to 
the  Board. 

With  your  Knowledge,  you  did  state  that  Matter  to  the  Board,  but  you  did 
not  think  it  your  Duty  to  press  that  Subject  on  the  Board  ? 

No,  I  did  not,  because  we  had  pressed  the  Point  in  consequence  of  the 
State  of  the  House,  and  found  we  were  so  much  in  a  Minority. 

From  the  Constitution  of  the  Board  you  thought  it  would  be  useless  ? 

I  should  be  sorry  to  give  the  Idea  that  there  was  an  unkind  Feeling  on  the 
Part  of  the  Board,  but  they  considered  that  they  must  adhere  strictly  to  the 
Dietary. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  Majority  was  for  adhering  strictly  to  the  Dietary, 
whatever  the  Consequence  might  be  ? 

I  did  not  put  in  ''  whatever  was  the  Consequence/' 
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Mr.  F.  Oxford.         Do  you  mean  that  the  Majority  were  for  adhering  strictly  to  the  Dietary, 
— —       whatever  the  Consequence  ? 

I  would  not  venture  to  say  that. 

Do  you  think  the  Majority  of  the  Board  would  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  adhere  to  the  Diet  Table  if  the  Medical  OflScer  had  reported  that  the  Diet 
Table  was  such  as  would  produce  Illness  ? 

May  I  be  allowed  to  give  one  Answer  to  that  ?  which  is»  that  I  do  not  think 
there  was  One  Person  at  the  Board  who  would  injure  a  poor  Person. 

Do  you  think  that  a  Majority  of  the  Board  would  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  adhere  to  that  Diet  Table  if  they  had  had  any  Reason  to  believe  from  the 
Report  of  the  Medical  Officer  that  that  Diet  Table  was  itself  productive  of 
Disease  ? 

If  they  had  been  impressed  strongly  with  a  Conviction  of  that  Kind  I  da 
not  think  they  would. 

If  they  had  had  similar  Statements  from  all  the  Medical  Officers,  that  the  Diet 
Table  adopted  led  to  Disease  and  produced  Disease,  do  you  think  the 
Majority  would  have  thought  it  necessary  to  adhere  to  the  Diet  Table? 

I  do  not  think  the  Majority  in  the  Board  itself  would  have  agreed  to  any 
Course  that  they  were  sure  in  their  own  Minds  would  have  led  to  that  Efiect. 

Do  you  think  they  would  have  adhered  to  the  Diet  Table  if  they  had  had  a 
Report  from  the  Medical  Officer  that  the  Dietary  was  such  as  produced 
Disease  ? 

I  do  not  think  that  they  would. 

You  had  left  the  Board  before  the  Diet  Table  was  altered  ? 
I  had. 

Were  not  such  Statements  made  to  the  Board,  that  the  Dietary  was  injurious 
to  Health,  that  it  produced  Disease? 

No  J  I  do  not  think  it  was  put  in  that  Way  ;  it  was  put  that  the  Dietary  was 
not  the  most  desirable  one. 

That  being  the  Case,  did  they  not  adhere  to  it  though  the  Disease  con- 
tinued in  the  Workhouse  ? 

It  was  continued* 

Though  the  Disease  increased  ? 

Yes ;  and  then  decreased.  I  think  the  Medical  Officer  should  weekly  send 
in  a  Statement  of  the  State  of  the  Health,  and  the  £ffect  of  the  Dietary. 

Was  it  previous  to  the  Letter  of  Mr.  King  on  the  25th  of  October  you  bad 
Communications  with  the  Board  respecting  the  Expediency  of  changing  the 
Diet? 

I  had  rather  decline  answering  that  Question ;  I  cannot  speak  as  to  Dates, 
not  having  expected  to  be  called  upon  in  any  Way  whatever.  I  think,  with 
regard  to  Milk,  there  is  no  Doubt  that  took  place  previous  to  the  25th  of 
October ;  I  see  Milk  was  given  as  a  Substitute  for  Gruel  previous  to  that. 

There  were  frequent  Discussions  at  the  Board,  previous  to  the  25th  of 
October,  as  to  giving  Milk  instead  of  Gruel  ? 

Yes  J  I  should  rather  say  in  the  Visiting  Committee. 

Was  there  any  Proposition  made  ? 

Yes ;  the  Visiting  Committee  met  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  one  Pro- 
portion  of  the  Committee  was  in  favour  of  adhering  to  the  Dietary,  and  the 
other  Proportion  was  not. 

So  that  the  Visiting  Committee  were  not  even  agreed  among  themselves  as 
to  the  Expediency  of  Change  ? 

No;  we  were  desired  to  withdraw,  to  see  whether  we  could  bring  our 
Opinions  to  tally,  and  on  that  Occasion,  finding  we  were  so  much  in  the 
Minority,  we  gave  it  up. 

Was  the  Question,  whether  Milk  was  preferable  to  Gruel  as  a  Diet,  or 
whether  you  were  entitled  to  alter  the  Diet  for  Persons  in  Health  ? 

It  was  whether  Milk  was  not  preferable  for  the  Children,  and  which  must 
have  arisen,  I  apprehend,  from  seeing  the  Eflfect  of  Gruel  upon  the  Children. 
i4  Did 
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Did  the  Division  of  Opinion  arise  from  tlie  Feeling  that  you  ought  not  to     MT.F.^xjoid. 

aUer  the  Diet,  but  adhere  to  it  strictly,  though  you  might  be  of  opinion  that      

the  Diet  was  unwholesome,  and  might  lead  to  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

The  Discussion  was  generally  whether  it  was  in  accordance  with  the 
Dietary. 

And  whether  you  should  adhere  strictly  to  the  Dietary  or  not  ? 
Yes  J  those  Gentlemen  who  took  up  the  Ground  that  we  ought  not  to  make 
the  Change  rested  it  on  the  Dietary. 

Did  not  they  argue  that  the  Disease  did  not  arise  from  the  Gruel  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  they  did. 

You  were  in  favour  of  Milk  ? 
Yes. 

In  consequence  of  that  you  applied  to  Mr.  King  to  write  that  Letter  ? 

I  think  this  Discussion  was  at  a  much  earlier  Period,  that  it  began  very 
early.  In  July  1836,  in  answer  to  the  Question  whether  the  Dietary  was 
observed,  I  observe  that  the  Answer  was,  "  Yes ;  except  in  the  Use  of  Milk  for 
Oatmeal  ;*'  and  there  are  several  other  Notes  that  the  Use  of  Milk  for  Oatmeal 
is  recommended  by  the  Medical  Officer. 

Then  on  the  23d  of  August  is  there  not  this  Minute,  "  Gruel  is  now  used 
instead  of  Milk*'? 

Yes ;  I  suppose  it  was  then  that  the  Discussion  began.  We  wished  also 
that  the  able-bodied  Females  in  the  House  who  did  extra  Work  should  be 
entitled  to  some  little  Allowance. 

That  was  negatived,  was  it  not  ? 

It  was  allowed  for  a  short  Time ;  I  was  desirous  there  should  be  proper  Per- 
sons employed,  and  it  was  thought  that  could  not  be  done ;  it  was  not  so  much 
from  the  Reluctance  to  do  it  as  from  the  Fear  of  departing  from  the  Rule. 

Then  on  the  25th  of  October  they  returned  again  to  Milk  ? 

Yes. 

It  appears  from  the  Book  that  there  were  frequent  Discussions  before  the 
25th  of  October  about  the  Milk  Diet? 
Yes ;  there  must  have  been. 

Was  not  that  in  consequence  of  the  Diarrhoea  appearing? 

I  do  not  know.  At  the  early  Part  we  began  with  Milk;  we  were  very 
anxious  that  the  Children  should  have  Milk,  knowing  it  was  nutritious  and 
good  for  them ;  Gruel  was  afterwards  substituted,  and  then  we  got  back  to 
Milk  again. 

You  wished  to  have  Milk  for  the  Children  to  obviate  the  Complaint;  was 
that  because  you  thought  it  was  better  for  them  ? 
Yes. 

Can  you  state  who  were  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  who  were 
in  favour  of  Milk  Diet,  and  who  were  those  who  entertained  a  contrary 
Opinion  ? 

I  know  that  Mr.  Colthurst  and  Mr.  William  Baker  and  myself,  and  I  believe 
the  Reverend  Henry  Parsons,  thought  together,  but  I  do  not  know  who  the 
other  Gentlemen  were. 

Who  were  on  the  Committee  ? 

The  Visiting  Committee  were,  the  Reverend  Henry  Parsons,  the  Reverend 
Samuel  Starkey,  the  Reverend  N.  Ruddock,  Mr.  Richard  Meade  King, 
Mr.  Thomas  roole,  Mr.  R.  J.  Colthurst,  Mr.  Thomas  C.  Colthurst, 
Mr.  William  Baker,  and  myself;  but  then  a  Portion  of  those  Gentlemen  were 
the  Visiting  Committee  over  the  North  Petherton  House. 

Who  were  the  Visiting  Committee  over  the  North  Petherton  House  ? 
Mr.  Parsons,    Mr.  Starkey,   Mr.  Richard   Meade   King,   and   Mr.  Thomas 
Colthurst. 
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Mr  F.  Axfofd.         ^^  ^^^^  Gentlemen,  who  you  say  were  particularly  interested  in  the  North 
•^  Petherton  Workhouse,  attend  at  the  Visiting  Committee  at  the  Bridgw«er, 

Workhouse  ? 

They  did  not,  except  when  Clothing  or  any  thing  of  that  Sort  was  to  be 
selected. 

They  did  not  take  any  Charge  of  the  Bridgwater  House  ? 

No. 

Mr.  Parsons,  Mr.  Robert  Colthurst,  Mr.  Baker,  and  Mr.  Ruddock  were  in 
favour  of  the  Change  ? 

I  am  not  certain  with  respect  to  Mr.  Ruddock,  but  I  think  Mr.  Ruddock 
was. 

Did  not  the  Guardians  who  had  more  particularly  Charge  of  the  Bridg- 
water Workhouse  wish  for  the  Change? 
Yes. 

The  Committee  used  to -meet  on  the  Mornings  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Board  ? 
Yes ;  those  were  our  regular  Days. 

You  reported  to  the  Board  what  had  passed  at  this  Meeting  ? 

Yes. 

Did  the  Medical  Officer  always  attend  your  Meetings? 

No,  he  did  not. 

Only  when  he  was  sent  for? 

I  would  not  say  only  when  he  was  sent  for,  for  he  might  occasionally  come 
in  J  but  I  recollect  that  on  the  Day  in  question  I  requested  his  Attendance. 

He  did  not  attend  regularly  ? 

No. 

His  Communications  were  not  always  made  in  Writing  ? 

No. 

They  were  made  in  Conversation  ? 
Yes }  sometimes  in  Conversation. 

Though  the  Medical  Officer  was  not'present  in  Person,  was  not  there  his 
Sick  Report  of  Persons  in  the  House  always  laid  before  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee  ? 

Grenerally  the  Committee  inquired  how  Things  were  in  the  House,  and  if 
there  was  any  general  Sickness  I  believe  we  had  the  Book  before  us ;  but 
the  Medical  Officer's  Report  was  generall^r  considered  more  for  the  Infonna- 
tion  of  the  Board ;  that  the  Committee  did  not  take  cognizance  of  that  so 
much  as  the  Board  itself* 

Did  not  you  think  it  your  Duty,  as  a  Visiting  Committee,  to  inquire  into 
the  general  State  of  the  House  ? 

Yes ;  but  the  Medical  Book  gave  a  View  of  the  whole  throughout  the 
District. 

Was  the  whole  of  the  Information  received  the  Book  containing  a  Report 
of  the  sick  in  the  House? 
Yes,  it  was,  generally. 

Did  you  ever  visit  the  North  Petherton  House  ? 
Never. 

Did  you  know  how  the  Children  that  were  there  were  ? 
I  think  they  were  very  well  there. 

With  the  Gruel  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  they  had  Gruel  there. 

Do  not  you  know  that  a  great  many  Children  at  North  Petherton  died? 
I  do  not  know  that. 
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When  you  first  became  aware  that  the  Diet  of  the  Woiichouse  was  considered     Mr.  F.  Jxford. 

unwholesome  you  were  deterred   from  pressing  any  Change  on  the  Con-      

sideration  of  the  Board  from  your  Knowledge  of  the  Opinions  of  the  Majority  ? 

That  the  Majority  were  in  favour  of  strictly  adhering  to  the  Dietary ; 
considering  that  we  were  a  Minority,  we  must  submit  of  course. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

The  Reverend  SAMUEL  STARKEY  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :      Rev.  s.  Starkey. 

YOU  are  one  of  the  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 
I  am. 

Have  you  been  so  from  the  Formation  of  the  Union  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  been  a  pretty  constant  Attendant  at  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

At  the  Beginning  of  the  Union  a  Committee  was  appointed  to  prepare  a  Diet 
Table? 
Yes. 

A  Dietary  was  adopted  at  the  Recommendation  of  that  Committee  ? 
Yes. 

Four  Dietaries  were  submitted  to  them  ? 
Yes ;  we  were  to  choose  one  of  them. 

Were  you  at  the  first  Meeting  of  the  Board  ? 
I  was. 

Some  Resolutions  were  proposed  ? 
Yes. 

Who  proposed  those  Resolutions  ? 

I  forget  the  Guardian's  Name  ;  I  think  Mr.  Poole  was  one. 

The  difierent  Bye  Laws  were  moved  and  seconded  by  different  Guardians  ? 

Yes. 

They  were  laid  openly  before  all  the  Board  of  Guardiuis  ?  ^ 

Yes. 

There  was  nothing  adopted  surreptitiously  or  secretly  ? 
No  i  the  Guardians  proposed  them  themselves. 

Then  a  Committee  was  chosen  to  consider  the  Dietary  ? 
Yes. 

You  proposed  to  hire  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 

Yes. 

You  hired  that  ready  furnished  for  Two  Years^  with  all  the  Furniture  in  it  ? 
Yes. 

A  Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  how  many  it  was  capable  of  holding  ? 
The  Inquiry  was  made  by  the  whole  Board. 

Were  you  a  Member  of  that  Committee  ? 

Yes ;  there  was  no  Committee  ;  but  I  was  present  at  the  Board* 

Was  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse  taken  at  the  same  Time  ? 

No. 

When  was  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse  taken  ? 
I  think  Three  or  Four  Meetings  afterwards. 

What  was  the  Object  for  which  the  North  Petherton  WcMrkhouse  was 
engaged? 

For  the  Children. 

Was  that  the  principal  Object  ? 
Yes. 
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Rev.  S.  Starkeif.        It  was  thought  a  better  Place  for  the  Children  ;  the  Matron  was  reckoned  a 
"  clever  Woman  in  the  Management  of  Children  ? 

Yes ;  she  had  been  the  Matron  of  the  House  before. 

And  there  was  a  good  Schoolmistress  there  ? 
Yes. 

After  this  do  you  recollect  the  first  Discussions  which  arose  about  Illness  in 
the  House? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Date. 

You  were  a  pretty  constant  Attendant  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  when  it  was  first  brought  to  the  Cognizance  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians  that  there  was  any  Illness  in  the  House,  or  that  any  Fart  of  the 
Dietary  disagreed  with  any  of  the  Inmates  of  the  House? 

I  think  it  was  in  October,  but  I  am  not  certain. 

Do  you  remember  a  Letter  from  Mr.  King  being  received  on  the  25th  of 
October  on  the  Subject  of  the  Children  and  sick  having  Gruel  ? 

1  have  seen  that  Letter  since  j  but  I  am  not  certain  that  I  recollect  its  being 
brought  to  the  Board. 

Will  you  charge  your  Memory  with  this,  whether  previous  to  the  Receipt  of 
the  Letter  any  thing  had  been  suggested  respecting  the  Diet  of  the  Children, 
or  any  other  Persons  in  the  House  ? 

I  cannot  recollect  that  there  was  any  thing  previous,  though  there  was 
Sickness  in  the  House  previous  to  that  j  but  whether  that  came  before  the 
Board  I  cannot  say. 

What  Knowledge  had  the  Board  of  the  Sickness  in  the  House  ? 
From  the  Visitors  Report. 

Was  it  the  habit  of  the  Visiting  Committee  to  deliver  their  Report  to  the 

Chairman,  who  read  it  ? 
Yes- 
It  was  from  that  you  derived  your  Information  ? 
Yes. 
Do  you  remember  any  Communication  from  the  Visiting  Committee  on  the 

Subject  of  Sickness,  and  the  Expediency  of  altering  some  Part  of  the  Diet 

Table,  over  and  above  that  of  the  Children  ? 
Am  I  to  understand  whether  there  was  a  Motion  submitted,  or  whether 

there  was  a  cursory  Conversation  ? 

Was  there  any  Discussion  that  did  not  actually  come  in  the  Shape  of  a 
Motion  ? 

I  think  there  were  Conversations  which  did  not  come  in  the  Shape  of  a 
Motion. 

Do  you  recollect  when  those  Conversations  were? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  remember  who  introduced  those  Conversations  ? 
I  think  no  Guardian  in  particular. 

Was  it  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
No,  I  think  not. 

Do  you  ren>ember  either  on  the  18th  of  October,  or  the  Meeting  preceding, 
that  of  the  11th  of  October,  the  Visiting  Committee  making  a  Report  repre- 
senting that  the  Children  were  sick,  and  that  it  was  desirable  to  alter  the 
Diet  Table,  or  any  thing  of  that  Kind  ? 

I  am  not  quite  sure  about  the  Date.  The  Visiting  Committee  retired  to 
consider  at  one  Time, — I  cannot  recollect  the  Date,  but  I  should  imagine  it 
arose  out  of  some  Conversation  on  the  Subject, — the  Committee  retired  to 
consider  the  Diet  Table. 

Were  you  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

I  was  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  of  North  Petherton  Workhouse. 
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Were  you  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  of  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  ?           Rev.  s.  starkey. 
No,  I  was  not.  

Did  you  have  any  Discussion  among  yourselves  with  respect  to  the  Diet  of 
the  Children  ? 

I  do  not  think  that  the  Discussion  was  confined  to  the  Diet  of  the  Children. 

Had  you  any  Discussion  respecting  the  Diet  in  general  ? 
We  occasionally  had  ;  we  had  to  retire  at  one  Time  to  discuss  about  the  Diet, 
whether  it  was  to  be  altered  or  not. 

Was  that  Diet,  the  Alteration  of  which  you  had  to  discuss,  the  Diet  of  the 
Children,  or  the  Diet  generally  of  the  House  ? 
I  think  the  Diet  generally. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  Children  on  the  Formation  of  the  Union  had  Milk  ? 
Yes,  I  am. 

Then  it  was  altered  to  Gruel  ? 

I  think  that  there  was  a  Difference  between  the  Two  Houses ;  I  think  that 
the  Milk  Diet  in  the  North  Petherton  House  was  continued  for  some  Time 
afler  the  Gruel  was  introduced  in  the  Bridgwater  House. 

Will  you  take  the  Visitors  Book  of  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse,  and  see 
at  what  Time  the  Gruel  was  first  adopted  in  that  House  ? 

I  see  on  the  10th  of  September  an  Entry  of  my  own,  in  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion, ^*  Is  the  established  Dietary  duly  observed  ?"  **  Yes ;  with  the  Exception 
of  Milk  being  used  instead  of  Gruel."  The  next  Entry  is  the  17th  of  Sep. 
tember,  by  Mr.  King:  "  The  Gruel  will  be  used  instead  of  Milk  next 
Saturday.'* 

Will  you  read  the  next  Entry  ? 

September  the  24th,  signed  by  Mr.  King :  **  Gruel  is  now  used  strictly 
according  to  the  Dietary." 

That  Alteration  was  made  in  consequence  of  the  Diet  which  had  been 
established  being  conformed  to  strictly  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  did  that  continue  in  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse ;  was  it 
ever  altered  back  again  to  Milk  ? 

On  the  2d  of  March  1837  there  is,  in  answer  to  the  Question,  *^  Is  the 
Dietary  duly  observed?"  the  Entry,  "  Yes;  except  that  Milk  is  used,  as  has 
been  done  ror  some  Time.'* 

Do  you  find  any  Entry  previous  to  that  Time  of  the  Period  when  they 
returned  to  Milk  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Time  when  they  returned  to  Milk  in  the  North 
Petherton  House? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  know  the  Occasion  on  which  they  returned  to  Milk,  and  the  Cause 
of  the  Return  ? 

I  recollect  the  Matron  of  the  House  asking  to  return  to  Milk,  merely  from 
her  own  Idea  at  the  Time,  but  I  cannot  recollect  the  Date. 

Did  she  give  any  Reason  ? 

That  she  preferred  the  Milk  to  the  Gruel;  there  was  no  particular  Reason 
that  she  gave  me. 

Was  there  any  particular  Complaint  in  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse  at 
that  Time? 

The  Hooping  Cough,  I  think,  prevailed,  and  the  Measles. 

Many  had  the  Measles  there  ? 
Yes. 

Some  came  with  the  Measles  from  Bridgwater,  did  they  not  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  any  coming  from  Bridgwater  with  the  Measles. 
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Rev.  s.  Star  key.        Did  they  take  the  Measles  after  they  came  from  Bridgwater? 
All  those,  I  apprehend,  that  came  had  the  Measles  while  they  were  there* 

the  only  Children  1  recollect  coming  from  the  Bridgwater  House  came  in  a 

convalescent  State. 

Convalescent  from  what  ? 

From  the  Measles^  I  think ;  there  were  as  many  as  Six  or  Seven  came. 

Was  it  from  Diarrhoea  they  came  convalescent  ? 
No,  I  think  not. 

Were  you  present  at  the  Board  when  Mr.  King's  Letter  was  brought,  on  the 
25th  of  October? 

I  cannot  recollect  its  being  produced  at  the  Board ;  but  I  must  have  seen 
the  Letter  on  that  Day. 

You  do  not  recollect  what  passed  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  recollect  being  there  on  the  following  Week,  the  1st  of  November, 
when  a  Letter  came  from  Mr.  Poole,  expressing  his  Satisfaction  at  the  Change 
which  had  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the  Change  of  Diet? 

I  do  not  recollect  the  Letter  being  produced  at  that  Time ;  I  recollect  my 
Attention  being  called  to  it  afterwards,  when  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet  was 
brought  forward. 

Do  you  recollect  at  a  subsequent  Time  a  Letter  from  Mr.  King  desiring 
that  old  Persons  with  sore  Legs  might  not  be  sent  into  the  House  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

In  the  Month  of  December  ? 

I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with  that. 

Do  you  remember  any  Application  being  made  subsequently  to  that  from 
the  Medical  OflScer  that  the  Dietary  should  be  changed  ? 

There  was  some  Application,  I  think,  with  reference  to  the  Subject  of  the 
Bread  and  Cheese. 

That  was  in  April  1837,  was  not  it  ? 
I  rather  think  it  was. 

The  Question  respects  the  Month  of  October  1836  ;  do  you  recollect  any 
Application  being  made  for  a  Change  in  the  Diet  at  that  Time  ? 
I  really  cannot  say  that  I  recollect  any  written  Application. 

Do  you  remember  any  Complaint  being  made  of  the  Fulness  of  the 
Workhouse  ? 

1  have  heard  at  different  Times  at  the  Board  the  Visiting  Committee  say, 
« Do  not  send  any  more  Paupers  into  the  House  on  account  of  its  being 
fbll." 

Did  the  Board  comply  with  those  Wishes  ? 
Yes  ;  as  far  as  they  could. 

As  far  as  possible  they  abstained  from  sending  in  ? 

Yes ;  and  1  think  the  Information  was  for  that  Purpose,  merely  to  lead  ta 
our  not  sending  those  in  who  could  otherwise  be  provided  for* 

Did  you,  in  point  of  fact,  comply  with  that  ? 
Certainly. 

Did  Mr.  Baker  come  forward  with  the  Death  Book  in  his  Hand,  stating 
how  many  had  died,  and  requesting  that  no  more  should  be  sent  into  the 
House  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Baker  desiring  us  not  to  send  in  more  j  I  recollect  his 
desiring  we  would  send  no  more  than  we  could  help. 

Do  you  recollect  his  coming  forward  with  the  Death  Book  in  his  Hand, 
stating  the  Number  of  Deaths  which  had  taken  place? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  particular  Circumstance  ;  I  have  heard  of  it  since. 
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Do  you  recollect  his  being  told,  either  by  the  Chairman  or  by  any  body  else,     R^*  S.  Starkey. 
when  he  made  the  Representation  on  the  Subject  of  the  Death  Book,  that  the      -~— — 
House  had  not  so  many  as  it  was  reported  capable  of  holding,  and  therefore 
they  should  continue  sending  them  in  ? 

No  ;  I  never  recollect  its  being  put  in  that  Shape  at  all. 

Do  you  recollect  his  making  any  Representation  ? 

Whenever  we  had  a  Representation  from  the  Visiting  Committee  we  con- 
sidered how  many  the  House  had  been  reported  to  hold,  and  we  sent  in  a  few 
others  j  the  House  was  not  full  in  our  Idea  when  we  did  so. 

When  you  were  applied  to  not  to  send  in  more  on  account  of  the  House 
being  too  full,  did  you  refer  rather  to  the  Report  made  by  the  Committee,  who 
reported  on  the  Number  the  House  was  capable  of  containing,  than  to  this 
Application  on  the  Part  of  the  Committee? 

1  do  not  think  we  were  ever  applied  to  not  to  send  in  any  more,  only  no 
more  than  we  could  help. 

Did  you  on  those  Occasions  conform  to  that  Suggestion,  or  did  you  betake 
yourselves  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  that  it  would  hold  a  certain 
Number,  and  send  in  the  Number  which  the  House  was  represented  to  be 
capable  of  holding  ? 

We  always  attended  to  the  Wish  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  and  abstained 
from  sending  in  any  except  those  we  could  not  possibly  otherwise  provide  for. 

Do  you  recollect  a  Proposition  made  by  any  Member  of  the  Board  to  chaoge 
the  Dietary  at  any  Time  previous  to  the  Termination  of  the  first  Year  ? 
I  do  not  remember  any  Motion  to  that  Effect. 

Had  the  Board  of  Guardians  any  Means  of  knowing  the  State  of  the  House 
except  from  the  Book  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  which  was  laid  before  the 
Board,  and  read  by  the  Chairman  ? 

No. 

Has  the  Report  been  regularly  read  from  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse 
as  well  as  the  Bridgwater  ? 

Yes. 

Have  you  frequently  visited  the  North  Petherton  House  ? 

Yes. 

Did  you  put  down  the  Answers  you  find  there  at  Haphazard,  or  afler 
examining  the  House,  and  ascertaining  the  Truth  of  the  Answers  you  put 
down? 

Of  course  I  went  round  the  House. 

You  satisfied  yourself  as  to  the  Facts  before  you  stated  those  Answers  ? 
Certainly. 

They  were  not  put  down  at  Haphazard  ? 
Certainly  not. 

You  were  elected  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  for  1837? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  an  Application  being  made  shortly  after  the  Beginning  of 
the  Second  Year,  for  a  Change  in  the  Diet,  by  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 
Mr.  Ruddock  applied  for  a  Change  of  the  Diet  Table. 

On  the  14th  of  April,  was  not  it  ? 
I  think  it  was. 

What  passed  upon  that  Occasion ;  was  Mr.  Ruddock  at  that  Time  one  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
He  was. 

Did  he  make  an  Application  to  the  Board  by  Motion  ? 
There  might  have  been  Conversation,  but  there  was  no  Motion. 

Will  you  state  to  the  Committee  what  took  place  upon  that  Subject  on  the 
14th  of  April,  so  far  as  you  recollect  itj  you  were  Vice  Chairman  that  Year, 
were  not  you  ? 

Yes,  I  was. 
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Rev.  s.  Siarkey.        Jt  appears  that  you  were  present  on  that  Day  ? 

Yes;  on  the  Day  that  the  Conversation  took  place  with  the  Visiting 
Committee. 

There  appears  to  be  a  Report  from  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

That  was  not  the  Day  that  Mr.  Ruddock  made  any  Motion  to  the  Board. 

The  Answer  of  the  Visiting  Committee  on  the  14th  of  April  to  the  First 
Question,  *«  Is  the  House  clean  and  well  ventilated  in  every  Part  ?"  is  *^  Yes  f 
to  the  Second,  "  Are  the  Inmates  generally  healthy,  or  is  there  any  Sickness 
prevalent  among  them?  If  so,  state  Particulars,  and  especially  if  any  danger- 
ous or  highly  infectious  Case  of  Illness  exists  in  the  House,"  the  Answer  is, 
^*  There  is  still  Diarrhoea,  and  a  Disposition  to  increase,  and  the  Medical 
Officer  recommends  Rice  and  Milk  as  a  Substitute  for  Bread  and  Cheese 
Dinners  on  Two  of  the  Days/'  ^*  Signed  N.  Ruddock/*  Do  you  recollect 
hearing  that  Report  on  the  14th  of  April  ? 

Yes,  I  recollect  it. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Ruddock  doing  any  thing  in  consequence  of  that  ? 
No  J  that  is  what  I  heard. 

Was  there  any  Discussion  upon  that  ? 

No. 

You  are  sure  there  was  no  Discussion  upon  that  ? 

As  certain  as  I  can  be  ;  I  have  no  Recollection  of  any  Discussion. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Ruddock  making  a  Speech  upon  that  Occasion,  and 
proposing  a  Change  of  Diet  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  his  Speech  at  all. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Warry  interfering,  and  sayings  **  We  cannot  entertain 
any  thing  of  that  Sort ;  we  have  a  Diet  Table,  and  must  adhere  to  it,'*  and  by 
that  Means  preventing  any  Motion  being  made  ? 

Certainly  not. 

If  such  a  Thing  had  occurred  should  you  have  recollected  it  ? 
I  have  no  Doubt  I  should. 

You  were  Vice  Chairman  ? 
Yes. 

Where  did  you  sit  as  Vice  Chairman? 
Next  to  Mr.  Warry. 

If  such  a  Thing  had  occurred  you  must  have  heard  it  ? 
I  could  not  fail  to  have  heard  it. 

You  are  quite  certain  you  never  heard  it? 
I  am  quite  certain  no  Motion  was  ever  made. 

Was  there  any  private  Conversation  between  Mr.  Ruddock  and  Mr.  Warry 
upon  that  Occasion  ? 
,  I  think  not. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Bowen  coming  forward  at  that  Time  with  the  Death 
Book  in  his  Hand,  and  making  any  Speech  or  using  any  Arguments  to  change 
the  Diet  ? 

No. 

Should  you  have  recollected  that  if  it  had  taken  place  ? 
I  think,  certainly,  I  could  not  fail  to  recollect  it. 

The  Week  after  that  you  were  in  the  Chair,  were  you  not  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  remember  any  thing  passing  about  the  Diet  Table  upon  that 
Occasion  ? 

Yes ;  there  was  some  Conversation. 

Do  you  remember  this  Minute  being  brought  before  the  Board  by  the 
Visiting  Coiiimittee :  "  Is  the  House  clean  and  well  ventilated  in  every  Part? 
If  not,  state  Particulars  of  every  Defect  or  Omission. — ^I'he  House  is  as  clean  as 
under  all  the  Circumstances  it  can  be ;  but  from  the  bad  State  of  the  House  it 
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cannot  be  made  clean  or  well  ventilated.    Are  the  Inmates  generally  healthy,     ««?•  '^'-  starkey. 
or  is  there  any  Sickness  prevalent  among  them  ?   If  so,  state  Particulars,  and      — — — 
especially  if  any  dangerous  or  highly  infectious  Case  of  Illness  exists  in  the 
House. — The  Inmates  are  not  generally  healthy ;  Diarrhoea  prevails."     Signed 
by  Thomas  W.  Inman,  James  Somers,  and  H.  Barker,  Auditor  ? 
I  read  that. 

You  recollect  reading  that  ? 
Yes. 

Was  any  Proposition  made  in  consequence  of  that  on  the  Subject  of  the 
Diet  Table? 

I  think  that  was  the  Day  that  the  Doctors  were  asked  to  attend. 

Were  the  Doctors  desired  to  attend  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  the  Meeting  at  which  they  attended  ? 

"  It  was  thereupon  moved  by  Mr.  William  Pitman  King,  and  seconded  by  the 
Reverend  Noblett  Ruddock,  that  the  Medical  Officer  be  requested  to  attend 
the  Board,  for  the  Purpose  of  giving  Information  as  to  the  State  of  the  Health 
of  the  Paupers  relative  to  the  Minute  above  stated.  Carried  unanimously. 
Mr.  Abraham  King,  Medical  Officer,  was  thereupon  sent  for,  who  soon  after 
attended  at  the  Board,  and  confirmed  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee, 
and  stated  that  the  Paupers  above  Sixty  who  were  allowed  Tea  and  Sugar  did 
not  sufier  from  Diarrhoea  so  much  as  those  that  were  dieted  on  Gruel,  and 
recommended  for  the  present  that  Rice  be  substituted  for  Gruel.'* 

You  perfectly  recollect  that  having  passed  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  recollect  what  was  done  in  consequence  of  that ;  did  the  Board  agree 
to  the  Proposition  ? 

Yes ;  "  which  the  Board  agreed  to.** 

Was  any  thing  done  after  that  with  respect  to  a  complete  Change  of  the 
Diet  Table ;  was  an  Application  made  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  be 
allowed  to  change  the  Diet  Table? 

Yes. 

Do  you  remember  when  that  Proposition  was  made  j  was  it  the  same  Day,  or 
at  a  subsequent  Meeting  ? 

I  forget  whether  it  was  made  on  that  Day  or  not. 

But  it  was  made  on  that  Day,  or  about  that  Period  ? 
Yes. 

To  that  Proposition  did  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  assent  ? 
Yes. 

Did  the  Board  of  Guardians  wait  for  the  Consent  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, or  did  they  act  upon  the  new  Diet  Table  in  the  Interim  as  soon  as 
thev  had  heard  Mr.  King's  Report  ? 

I  forget  whether  they  acted  or  not ;  I  recollect  there  was  a  long  Conversa- 
tion whether  they  should  wait,  or  whether  they  should  act  immediately. 

Do  not  you  recollect  how  the  Conversation  terminated  ? 
I  think  that  we  did  act  upon  it  immediately. 

Afterwards  you  applied  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  they  agreed  to 
a  new  Dietary  ? 
Yes. 

That  new  Diet  Table  was  immediately  adopted  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Result  of  that  Diet  Table  ^ 
I  think  it  was  beneficial. 

Have  you  continued  a  Guardian  up  to  this  Time  ? 
Yes,  I  have. 
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Rev.  S.  Siarkep.        Was  not  there  a  general  Approbation  of  Mr.  Warry^s  Conduct  in  the  Chair 

at  the  Termination  of  the  first  Year  ? 

Yes. 

Was  there  any  thing  of  the  same  Sort  occurred  at  the  End  of  the  second 
Year,  the  other  Day  ? 
Yes. 

Was  that  unanimously  carried  ? 
I  was  not  present  till  late  that  Day. 

Were  you  present  at  the  first  Meeting  of  the  new  Board  ? 
Yes. 

Who  was  elected  Chairman  at  the  first  Meeting  of  the  new  Board  in  1838  ? 
Mr.  Bouverie. 

Did  any  body  propose  that  Mr.  Warry  should  be  elected  ? 
No  ;  I  believe  not. 

There  was  no  Proposition  made  ? 

No. 

Were  you  present  the  other  Day  at  the  Election  of  the  Medical  Officers  ? 
No,  I  was  not. 

Are  you  Vice  Chairman  this  Year  ? 
No. 

You  have  stated  that  you  recollect  a  Discussion  in  the  Visiting  Committee 
with  respect  to  the  Change  of  the  settled  Dietary  once? 
Yes  i  I  believe  there  was  a  Discussion  more  than  once. 

A  certain  Number  of  the  Committee  pressed  for  this  Alteration  ? 
Yes. 

But  the  Majority  were  against  it  ? 
They  were. 

Upon  what  Ground  were  the  Majority  against  the  Alteration  ? 

They  were  not  satisfied  that  the  Gruel  was  the  Cause  of  the  Diarrhoea. 

Did  it  arise  from  the  Notion  that  they  had  not  the  Power  to  alter  the 
Dietary  ? 
Not  the  least. 

Or  that  it  would  be  expedient  not  to  alter  it  hastily,  iu  consequence  of  its 
having  been  sanctioned  by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners? 

No  ;  the  Reason  we  did  not  alter  it  was  that  we  were  not  agreed,  for  it  was 
that  which  occasioned  the  Doubt ;  when  we  asked  our  Medical  Officer  he 
stated  that  Bread  and  Cheese  would  do  the  same,  if  it  was  continued. 

Which  of  the  Medical  Officers  stated  that  ? 
I  think  it  was  Mr.  Poole,  but  I  am  not  certain. 

Did  he  state  that  it  would  produce  Diarrhoea  ? 

Whether  it  was  his  own  Opinion  I  cannot  say;  but  he  stated  that  any 
Diet  continued  without  Alteration  would  have  the  JEffi^ct  of  disarranging  the 
Stomach  ;  the  Bread  and  Cheese  was  the  Substance  mentioned.  Mr.  Poole, 
the  ex  officio  Guardian,  asked  the  Question,  whether  it  was  not  entertained  as 
an  Opinion  that  any  Food  would  have  the  same  Effect  if  continued  without  a 
Change. 

Do  you  mean  as  producing  Diarrhoea,  or  producing  some  Derangement  of 
;  the  Bowels  ? 

f  I  suppose  some  Derangement  of  the  Bowels. 

The  Notion  on  the  Part  of  those  who  were  anxious  to  have  the  Diet  changed 
vas  that  the  Gruel  produced  Diarrhoea? 
Yes. 
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Was  there  any  Notion  on  the  Part  of  any  body  that  Bread  and  Cheese  would     ,,     c  c^   i 
produce  Diarrhoea  ?  Rev.  S.  starkey. 

No  J  I  do  not  think  it  was  put  in  that  Way ;  I  think  they  only  said  that  any 
Diet  continued  would  produce  a  Complainti — a  Disease. 

A  Disease  of  the  same  Kind  ? 

Yes  J  and  we  were  not  satisfied  that  it  would. 

Was  any  thing  said  about  its  being  necessary  to  adhere  to  the  Dietary  which 
you  had  chosen  ? 

No;  they  knew  we  could  alter  the  Dietary  by  applying  to  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Was  it  never  stated  by  the  Majority  that  the  Dietary  having  been  fixed  it 
could  not  be  altered  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  stated  by  Mr.  Warry  at  the  Board  ? 
No. 

Were  you  there  when  the  Governor  came  to  ask  Leave  to  absent  himself  in 
consequence  of  being  ill  ? 

Yes^ 

Did  you  ask  what  was  the  Matter  with  him  ? 

I  think  he  sent  a  written  Application  before  he  appeared. 

What  did  he  then  state  ? 

He  stated  that  he  was  ill  with  the  Complaint  of  Diarrhoea. 

He  appeared  before  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

Were  any  Questions  asked  him  as  to  his  own  State  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  he  state? 

He  stated  that  he  had  been  suffering  very  much  from  Diarrhoea,  and  that  he 
wished  to  absent  himself  for  a  Time,  to  go  to  Clifton. 

What  Appearance  did  he  make  ? 
He  looked  very  ill  at  the  Time. 

Did  he  state  that  his  Wife  was  ill  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  any  Statement  respecting  his  Wife. 

Did  he  state  that  his  Children  were  ill  ? 

I  do  not  remember  that ;  but  I  think  I  saw  his  Children  and  his  Wife  the 
same  Day,  or  the  Day  after. 

Do  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say  that  they  were  not  ill  ? 
I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say  that  they  were  not  ill. 

Did  they  appear  ill  ?. 

I  did  not  make  any  Observation  upon  them  ;  they  were  about  the  House ; 
he  may  have  Children  I  did  not  know ;  our  Attention  was  not  called  to  his 
Wife  or  his  Children. 

When  he  stated  that  he  was  ill  of  Diarrhoea,  did  you  ask  him  how  far  be 
had  eaten  of  the  Gruel  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ask  him  how  he  conceived  he  had  become  ill  ? 
No ;  I  do  not  think  there  were  any  Questions  put  to  him ;  he  stated  that  he 
was  ill,  and  when  we  saw  that  he  was  we  gave  him  Leave  to  go. 

You  did  not  question  him  how  far  he  had  contracted  this  Disease  from  any 
one  in  the  House  ? 
No  J  1  think  not. 

The  Board  were  at  that  Time  aware  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  in  the  House  ? 
Yes. 
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Hev.  s.  starkey.        That  was  the  genei'al  Subject  of  Conversation  ? 
Yes. 

You  do  not  live  in  Bridgwater  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  hear  at  that  Time  that  this  Disease  was  infectious  ? 
No. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  stated  in  Conversation  ? 

No.     I  never  thought  it  was  infectious;   I  used  to  go  to  the   House 
repeatedly. 

Were  you  ever  cautioned  by  any  Medical  Man  ? 

No.     I  used  to  go  there  often  ;  I  visited  every  Day  before  the  Meeting;  I 
used  to  go  over  the  House ;  I  did  that  as  being  a  Guardian. 

In  what  State  did  you  find  the  House  ? 
There  were  several  sick  in  the  House. 

Was  it  crowded  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  having  seen  the  House  what  I  should  call  too  full. 

Did  you  ever  inquire  about  the  Number  of  Persons  sleeping  in  One  Bed, 
either  Adults  or  Children  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  find  any  disagreeable  Smell  in  the  House  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  see  any  of  the  Parties  who  were  ill  of  this  Diarrhoea  in  a  State 
of  Filth  in  their  Beds  ? 
No  ;  I  heard  of  that  once  or  twice. 

During  that  Time  ?  * 

Yes  ;  I  heard  of  it  from  Mr.  Bo  wen. 

That  would  be  after  March  ? 
No ;  it  was  during  that  Year. 

Was  that  before  be  was  elected  Guardian  ? 
No  ;  it  was  after  he  was  elected  Guardian. 

Did  you  perceive  any  musty  Smell,  or  Smell  of  Closeness  ? 

The  House  has  always  that  Smell,  because  it  is  damp,  I  should  think. 

Did  you  know  the  House  before  the  Formation  of  the  Union  ? 

No,  I  did  not ;  I  went  over  it  once  before  the  Formation  of  the  Union. 

Was  there  that  Sort  of  Smell  in  it  then  ? 
Yes ;  I  think  more  so. 

You  visited  every  Week  after  the  Meeting  of  the  Board  ? 
Yes  ;  I  did  before  the  Meeting. 

Did  you  go  .up  to  the  Bedrooms  ? 
Always. 

Did  you  go  into  the  Sick  Wards  ? 
I  did,  always. 

You  did  that  regularly  ? 
Yes ;  every  Day,  except  one. 

Was  it  from  the  Fear  of  Infection  you  did  not  go  then  ? 
No ;  I  was  not  in  Bridgwater. 

Were  you  ever  cautioned  by  any  body  that  there  was  an  infectious  Disorder, 
and  that  you  ought  not  to  go  ? 

No. 


Did  the  Medical  Man  never  tell  you  that? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did. 
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If  he  had  told  you  that  should  you  have  gone?  ^^  ^  ^^^^ 

I  certainly  should  not,  if  he  had  told  me  that  it  was  not  pradent  j  I  merely  ^' 

wanted  to  satisfy  my  own  Mind. 

Did  Mr.  King  know  you  were  in  the  habit  of  making  those  Visits  ? 
I  have  met  him  in  the  House. 

During  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging? 

Yes ;  I  think  it  was ;  I  think  on  more  than  One  Occasion  he  went  into  the 
House  with  me. 

He  did  not  tell  you  you  were  running  any  Risk  ? 
No. 

He  did  not  tell  you  to  put  a  little  Brandy  in  your  Mouth,  or  to  take  care  to 
come  with  a  full  Stomach  ? 

No. 

You  are  quite  sure  of  that? 
Certainly. 

You  could  not  have  forgotten  that? 

No ;  for  I  should  most  certainly  have  adopted  his  Precautions. 

And  reported  it  to  the  Board  ? 
Most  probably  I  should. 

Did  you  never  hear  in  Bridgwater  that  there  was  Infection  in  the  House  ? 
No ;  I  do  not  recollect  hearing  of  any  Infection,  except  from  the  Measles. 

Never  from  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Never. 

Did  you  never  take  the  Trouble  to  inquire  how  it  was  that  so  many  of  those 
Parties,  notwithstanding  the  Change  of  Diet  which  might  be  ordered  by  the 
Medical  Men  for  sick  Persons,  remained  sick  of  Diarrhoea? 

I  did  not ;  but  there  were  in  the  neighbouring  Parish  to  my  own.  Canning- 
ton,  many  Persons  lying  ill  of  Diarrhoea. 

How  far  is  Cannington  from  Bridgwater  ? 
Four  Miles. 

You  are  the  Rector  of  Cannington  ? 
I  am  of  Charlinch,  the  adjoining  Parish. 

Were  there  any  fatal  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  in  your  own  Parish  ? 
I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  fatal  or  not  in  Cannington. 

You  never  heard  in  Bridgwater  that  there  was  a  Notion  that  this  Disease  in 
the  House  was  infectious  ? 

Not  the  least.  There  was  at  the  Time  also  Influenza  prevalent ;  I  heard 
of  that  being  infectious,  but  I  never  heard  of  Diarrhoea  being  infectious  j 
many  Parties  in  the  House,  I  apprehend^  had  Influenza. 

Does  that  appear  upon  the  Medical  Report? 

I  am  sure  in  the  North  Petherton  House  they  had,  but  I  am  not  certain  as 
to  the  Bridgwater  House. 

You  say  that  you  went  over  those  Wards  and  over  the  Rooms,  and  never 
smelt  any  disagreeable  Smell,  such  as  would  be  occasioned  by  the  Prevalence 
of  Diarrhoea  ? 

No ;  I  am  certain  of  that. 

Supposing  other  Persons  have  said  there  was  such  a  Smell  in  the  House,  do 
you  apprehend  that  they  have  stated  that  which  was  not  true  ? 
They  must  have  gone  at  other  Times. 

Did  you  go  every  Week  ? 

I  think  most  Weeks ;  during  the  first  Year  1  attended  the  Board  nearly 
every  Week,  and  I  used  to  go  to  the  Workhouse  most  Weeks  before  the 
Meeting  of  the  Board. 

And  you  never  smelt  a  Smell  arising  from  Diarrhoea  on  any  Occasion  ? 
Never. 
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liev.  5.  staikey.        Did  you  ever  inquire  how  many  Persons  were  sleeping  in  a  Bed  ?        ' 
No  ;  but  when  1  used  to  go  to  the  House  the  House  was  always  cleaned  up 

♦  for  us  to  go  through ;  when  we  went  to  the  House  it  was  some  Time  after 

Breakfast,  when  they  had  cleared  away  the  Breakfast  Things,  and  washed  the 
Place  i  the  Beds  were  generally  made  when  we  went  to  the  Mouse. 

You  would  see  sick  Persons  lying  in  their  Beds  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  never  smell  any  thing  unpleasant  under  those  Circumstances  ? 

I  never  smelt  any  thing  unpleasant  from  Diarrhoea ;  there  was  a  Smell  from 
the  Closeness  of  the  Rooms,  from  Persons  being  confined  in  them.  1  was 
never  in  the  least  inconvenienced  by  any  Smell. 

Were  your  Visits  to  the  House  always  on  the  Days  of  the  Board  meeting?  , 
Yes ;  previous  to  the  Meeting. 

Did  the  Visiting  Committee  of  the  Bridgwater  House  always  make  tiieir 
Report  in  Writing  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  they  ever  added  any  Report  beyond  their  written 
Reports  ? 

I  never  knew  any  other. 

It  never  occurred  that  the  Gentlemen  forming  that  Committee,  or  any 
Member  as  representing  the  Committee,  made  a  Statement  viva  voce  beside 
the  Medical  Reports  ? 

Yes ;  I  think  I  have  heard  them  speak  as  to  their  Reports. 

Was  Gruel  cheaper  than  Milk  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

There  was  Sickness  in  the  House  in  the  Month  of  October  1836  ? 
Yes. 

You  know  that  that  Sickness  continued  with  more  or  less  Violence  up  to 
April  1837? 
Yes. 

Had  not  the  Guardians  previous  to  that  Time  been  repeatedly  told  that  that 
Sickness  was^  occasioned  by  the  Gruel  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  we  were  repeatedly  told  that. 

Were  you  ever  told  it  ? 

I  think  that  Mr.  King  stated  it  in  his  Letter. 

Was  there  any  general  Alteration  made  in  the  Diet  till  April  1837? 
No  general  Alteration  till  we  had  an  Order  from  the  Conimissioners. 

You  continued  using  the  Gruel,  when  you  had  heard  from  these  Persons  that 
it  was  injurious  to  the  Health  of  the  People,  from  October  in  one  Year  till 
April  in  the  next  ? 

The  Gruel  was  not  commenced  at  the  Commencement  of  the  Union. 

Were  you  not  informed  by  the  Medical  Men  that  tliat  was  the  Cause  of  ihe 
Disorder  ? 

By  Mr.  King's  Letter. 

Was  not  it  continued  from  October  to  the  following  April,  notwithstanding 
Persons  were  ill  at  the  Time,  and  notwithstanding  you  were  informed  by 
some  of  the  Medical  Men  that  that  was  the  Occasion  of  the  Disorder  ? 

I  believe  it  was. 

When  the  Dietary  was  altered  in  April  1837  did  the  People  get  well  of  the 
Diarrhoea  ? 

Mr.  King  states  so  in  his  Letter. 

Do  you  know,  either  of  your  own  Knowledge  or  from  the  Information  of 
Persons  who  attended  the  Workhouse,  that  they  got  well  after  April  1837  ? 
All  my  Information  is  derived  from  that  Letter. 

That 
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Thft  Letter  is  in  the  October  previous ;  Mr.  Ruddock's  Applicatioa  was  in     R^*  s.  starke$. 
Ai^H ;  did  they  not  get  better  after  the  Change  of  Diet  ?  — — 

I  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Ruddock's  Application. 

You  have  stated  that  Mr.  Ruddock  applied  for  a  Change  of  Diet  on  the 
14th  of  April  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Ruddock  making  the  Application. 

Are  you  frequently  in  Bridgwater  ? 
About  once  a  Week  ;  I  was  at  that  Time. 

Did  you  never  hear  Persons  in  the  Town  speak  of  the  State  of  the  Work* 
house  at  that  Time  ? 
,   I  bad  personal  Knowledge  of  the  Workhouse. 

Did  you  not  hear  a  great  Number  of  Persons  in  Bridgwater  express  them* 
selves  as  to  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  have  never  Communication  but  with  the  Board ;  I  used  to  go  home  from 
the  B6ard  immediately. 

You  sav  that  the  Majority  of  the  Visiting  Committee  were  not  satisfied  that 
the  Gruel  was  the  Cause  of  the  Diarrhoea,  though  the  Diarrhoea  began  after  the 
Use  of  the  Gruel,  and  continued  to  the  Month  of  April  ? 

They  were  not  satisfied  that  that  was  the  Cause. 

You  have  stated  that  there  was  no  other  Information  of  the  Gruel  being  pro- 
ductive of  Diarrhoea  but  what  you  heard  from  Mr.  Abraham  King's  Letter  of 
the  25th  of  October? 

No. 

Does  that  Letter  say  that  it  is  generally  productive  of  Illness,  or  only  that  it 
aflPects  the  Children  ? 

Only  the  Children.  I  think  there  was  a  Letter  of  Mr.  Pooled  which  rather 
did  away  our  Impression  from  this  Letter  of  Mr.  King's^  on  the  1st  of 
November. 

Do  you    collect  from   Mr.  King's  Letter  that  Gruel    is    productive   of 
Diarrhoea,  or  is  unhealthy^  or  has  any  ££fect  on  any  Persons  but  the  Children  ? 
Merely  the  Children. 

You  have  no  Information  that  the  Gruel  was  considered  unwholesome 
during  this  Period  but  that  Letter? 

No ;  I  recollect  the  Impression  on  the  Minds  of  the  Committee  was,  that 
this  Letter  was  not  at  all  conclusive,  or  did  not  give  us  any  Idea  whether  it 
was  the  Children  or  grown  up  People,  or  whether  the  Gruel  would  affect  the 
grown  up  People  in  the  same  Way  it  affected  the  Children. 

Is  this  the  Letter  you  refer  to  from  Mr.  Poole  on  the  1st  of  November  1836  : 
«  Gentieroen,  The  Alteration  recommended  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  last 
Week  respecting  the  Dietary  of  the  sick  at  the  Workhouse  has  proved  very 
advantageous,  and  they  are  now  daily  improving,  and  surrounded  with  every 
necessary  Comfort,  and  the  Governor  has  strictly  attended  to  the  Orders  of  the 
Medical  Officer''? 

Yes,  it  is. 

That  clearly  shows  that  Sickness  had  prevailed  before  ? 
I^es ;  but  Mr.  King  did  not  attend  at  the  House. 

Were  you  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board  at  the  Time  of  the  Dispute  between 
the  Board  and  the  Medical  Officers  ? 

Yes. 

Were  you  there  when  Mr.  Ward  produced  his  Testimonials  ? 

Yes. 

Did  you  see  at  the  Time  a  Card  of  his  which  was  produced,  published  in 
Newcastle-on-Tyne,  or  dated  Newcastle-on^Tyne,  with  respect  to  his  being  a 
J^icentiate  of  Leyden,  and  so  on  ? 

We  had  a  great  many  Testimonials. 

Did  you  see  that  particular.  Card  ? 

I  cannot  recollect  it }  I  looked  over  all  his  Te9timonials. 

Did  Mr.  Ward  appear  in  Person  before  the  Board  when  4ie  was  elected  ? 
Yes }   certainly  he  did. 

(151.S2.)  7  O  2  Did 
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Rev.  s.  Siarkey.       Did  he  not  State  where  he  had  been  employed^  and  what  he  had  been? 

He  stated  that  he  had  been  living  at  Newcastle-on-Tyne ;  it  was  from  thence 

he  wrote  to  the  Board. 

Did  he  state  any  thing  about  himself  ? 

That  he  had  been  in  Practice  in  London,  and  so  on. 

Did  you  take  any  pains  to  inquire  into  the  Truth  of  those  Statements? 
No ;  not  further  than  his  Testimonials. 

You  took  his  Testimonials,  and  from  those  elected  him  ? 
Yes. 

You  made  no  Reference  to  any  Person  with  regard  to  the  Truth  of  those 
Statements  ? 

No ;  I  conceived  them  to  be  true. 

You  considered  his  Testimonials  to  be  of  a  very  high  Order? 
Yes. 

And  very  numerous  ? 
Yes. 

Quite  as  numerous  as  the  Medical  Men  in  Bridgwater  produced  ? 
Yes ;  much  of  the  same  Character. 

Do  not  you  think  it  would  have  been  as  well  to  have  inquired  into  the  Truth 
of  his  Statements  ? 

I  certainly  conceived  the  Testimonials  that  the  Board  received  to  be  correct 
without  Inquiry;  they  only  did  the  same  as  was  done  towards  me.  The 
Testimonials  of  Clergymen  in  the  Diocese  in  which  I  had  been  a  Curate  wete 
taken  to  the  Bishop^  and  received  without  Question. 

At  the  Time  the  Visiting  Committee  reported  the  Poorhouse  in  Bridgwater 
to  be  so  full  that  they  advised  that  no  Paupers  should  be  sent  in  where  it  could 
be  possibly  avoided  did  any  Person  suggest  that  another  House  should  be  hired 
in  the  Town  ? 

No )  I  never  heard  that. 

Nor  at  any  other  Time  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  they  did  at  any  Time. 

Do  you  recollect  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner  being  sent  into  the  House; 
himself,  his  Wife,  and  Five  Children  ? 
Very  well. 

Do  you  know  how  that  Man  could  be  accommodated  in  the  House  ? 
From  the  Number  that  were  in  the  House  we  thought  he  could  be  accom- 
modated. 

Was  it  ever  reported  to  you  that  there  were  no  Beds  to  put  them  into? 
No. 

Do  you  know  how  many  Children  were  at  the  Time  sleeping  together  in  a 
Bed? 

No. 

Do  you  know  how  many  Adults  were  sleeping  together  in  a  Bed  ? 
No  i  I  never  had  my  Attention  drawn  to  that. 

Did  the  Board  inquire  as  to  the  Number  of  Persons  sleeping  together  in  the 
several  Rooms  ? 

No  i  they  only  had  the  round  Numbers  of  Persons  in  the  House. 

Was  it  ever  stated  that  the  Governor,  when  that  Man  came  into  the  House, 
had  not  the  Power  of  giving  him  Accommodation? 
I  never  heard  that. 

Did  you  ever  hear  it  stated  that  they  had  no  Bed  vacant  in  the  House,  and 
that  they  were  obliged  to  remove  a  dead  Body  to  place  him  on  one  ? 

No* 

Or 
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Or  that  there  was  but  One  Bed  for  the  whole  Family  ?                                       Rev.  s.  siarkey. 
No.  

If  there  was  a  Want  of  Accommodation,  a  Want  of  Beds>  whose  Business  was 
it  to  inform  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  that  ? 
The  Govemor^s* 

Did  the  Governor  inform  the  Board  of  Guat-dians  that  he  wanted  Beds  ? 
No. 

Did  the  Board  of  Guardians  ever  refuse  to  allow  him  any  thing  which  was 
reported  to  be  necessary  ? 

No. 

How  long  did  Mr.  Ward  tell  you  he  had  lived  at  Newcastle  f 
I  think^  as  far  as  I  recollect^  it  was  Nine  Months. 

And  that  he  had  practised  during  that  Time  ? 

My  Impression  is  that  he  did  not  practise  during  that  Time. 

What  did  you  think  he  was  doing  ? 

From  the  Account  I  remember  he  said  he  had  burst  a  Blood  Vessel  in  Lon- 
don»  and  had  gone  to  Newcastle^n-Tyne ;  that  he  had  retired,  and  that  he  was 
living  there  upon  his  Means  ;  that,  I  think,  was  the  Substance  of  his  Letter  to 
us  when  he  first  answered  the  Advertisement. 

Do  you  remember  when  that  was  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

When  he  told  you  he  went  to  Newcastle  on  account  of  having  burst  a  Blood 
Vessel  did  it  not  strike  you  as  something  remarkable  that  he  should  go  to  the 
North  to  recover  from  the  bursting  of  a  Blood  Vessel  ? 

That  did  not  strike  me. 

It  does  strike  you  now  ? 

When  it  is  put  to  me  it  appears  strange,  certainly. 

Do  not  you  think  that  the  Guardians  should  have  inquired  ? 
Certainly  I  should  not,  if  it  was  to  be  done  over  again^  have  inquired. 

Whatever  his  Appearance  might  be  ? 
I  do  not  consider  it  necessary. 

Do  you  know  whether  any  Friends  or  Relations  of  his  live  at  Newcastle  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

You  wanted  a  Doctor  to  undertake  the  Business  of  the  District  and  the 
Workhouse  on  particular  Terms? 

Yes. 

You  advertized  for  any  Person  willing  to  come  upon  those  Terms? 
Yes  ;  we  had  Two  or  Three  offered- 

Amongst  those  was  Mr.  Ward  ? 
Yes. 

He  appeared  before  you,  and  produced  his  Testimonials ;  they  were  very 
ample,  very  numerous^  and  very  complete,  and  on  the  Faith  of  those 
Testimonials  he  was  elected  ? 

Yes. 

Have  you  ever  heard  that  any  of  the  Testimonials  he  had  given  in  were 
falsified  in  any  Way  by  him,  or  denied  by  the  Persons  who  were  stated  to  have 
subscribed  those  Testimonials  ? 

Not  till  I  came  to  London. 

Have  you  heard  that  since  you  came  to  London  ? 

I  heard  it  here  Yesterday  merely,  that  some  of  them  were  not  true,  but  I 
<Ud  not  hear  what  they  were. 

Did  you  hear  that  some  of  the  Statements  on  his  Card  were  not  true,  or 
some  of  the  Testimonials  he  had  given  in  ? 

I  did  not  hear  any  thing  about  the  Card  till  To-day. 
(1^1.32.)  7  0  3  Did 


Digitized  by 


Google 


18U    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

Rev.  S.  Starkeif.        Djj  yQQ  hear  that  any  Testimonials  were  not  true  ? 
■  That  was  what  was  hinted  Yesterday. 

From  whom  did  you  hear  that? 
Mr.  Meade  King. 

Which  of  the  Testimonials  did  you  understand  from  Mr.  Meade  King  were 
false? 

I  did  not  make  any  further  Inquiry. 

You  are  not  certain  whether  it  was  that  the  Testimonials  were  false  and 
forged,  or  that  his  Statement  on  his  Card  was  false? 
I  cannot  say. 

Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  Workhouse  since  it  has  been 
under  the  Management  of  Mr.  Ward  ? 
I  have  not  visited  it  at  all  this  Year. 

Have  you  heard  from  any  Person  any  Complaint  of  Mr.  Ward's  Treatment 
of  any  Patients  ? 

We  had  an  Examination  as  to  one. 

His  Treatment  of  a  Woman  in  Labour  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Result  of  that  Examination? 

We  were  satisfied  there  were  no  Grounds  for  the  Charge. 

That  was  examined  into  very  minutely,  was  not  it  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Name  of  the  Woman  ? 
Macey,  I  think. 

Have  you  ever  heard  any  other  Complaint  of  his  Treatment  of  Patients 
committed  to  his  Care  ? 

No. 

As  far  as  you  observed  has  his  Attendance  been  satisfactory  ? 
I  have  never  heard  Complaints. 

Have  you  heard  any  Complaints  put  forward  by  other  Medical  Men  of 
Bridgwater  of  the  State  of  the  Patients  in  the  House  or  out  of  the  House? 

I  have  never  heard  any  myself;  I  have  heard  that  there  were  some,  but  I 
have  never  heard  what  they  were ;  I  think  I  heard  that  there  was  an  Action 
to  be  brought  against  him. 

That  was  not  in  respect  of  a  Patient  under  the  Union  ? 
I  was  not  aware  of  that. 

You  never  heard  of  any  Objection  to  his  Treatment  of  the  Paupers  ? 

No. 

You  were  not  present  when  he  was  re-elected  the  other  Day  ? 
No. 

Who  was  it  that  told  you  that  some  of  the  Testimonials  of  Mr.  Ward  were 
suspected  of  being  false  ? 
Mr.  Meade  King. 

Did  he  tell  you  where  he  had  learned  that? 

No  J  it  was  only  an  Observation  j  he  mentioned  that  since  Mr.  Ward  bad 
been  on  his  Examination  here  the  Report  was  that  he  was  not  the  Geotie- 
man  that  we  thought  he  was. 

There  was  another  Gentleman  elected  besides  him  ? 
There  was  another  Candidate  n«it  elected. 

Was  not  Mr.  Moseley  elected  ^ 
Yes. 


Did  not  he  immediately  resign  ? 
He  did. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.     l!2l5 

Why  did  he  resign  ?                                                                                                Rev.  S.  Star  key* 
We  could  not  make  out.  * 

Did  he  assign  any  Reason  for  his  Resignation  ? 

No ;  he  gave  us  a  Reason ;  he  came  to  me  in  the  Morning;  he  had  made  a 
general  Application  to  us  to  support  him,  then  in  the  Morning  he  told  me  he 
would  only  stand  for  the  District  of  Bridgwater.  Then  Mr.  Ward  was  elected 
for  the  House  and  District  of  Bridgwater,  and  we  appointed  him  to  Canning- 
ton.  The  Reason  which  he  gave  was,  that  it  would  not  suit  him,  because  of 
the  Distance ;  that  he  would  be  obliged  to  have  Horses. 

He   had  told  you   before  that   he  would   offer   only  for  the  District  of 
Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

He  was  not  elected  for  Bridgwater,  but  for  another  District  ? 
Yes. 

His  Resignation  of  that  other  Situation  was  perfectly  conformable  then  to 
the  Intimation  he  had  given  ? 
Yes. 

That  Gentleman  came  from  London  ? 
Yes. 

Were  his  Testimonials  as  good  as  Mr.  W^ard's  ? 
They  were  very  good,  but  not  so  good  as  Mr.  Ward's. 

Have  you  been  much  acquainted  with  Mr.  Ward  ? 
Not  at  all. 

The  following  Letter  is  read  from  the  Letter  Book  of  the  Union: 

Sir,  Pilgrim  Street,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Sd  July  1837. 

I  observed  in  the  Lancet  of  Saturday  au  Advertiseftient  to  Medical  Practitioners  from 
the  Board  of  Guardians,  soliciting  the  Attendance  on  the  Poor  of  several  Districts.  I  should 
feel  proud  in  accepting  the  Two  former,  namely,  Bridgwater  (Population  T^SOT,  together 
with  Workhouse),  at  a  Salary  of  ISO/,  per  Annum,  also  North  Petherton  District  (with 
a  Population  of  4,670),  at  a  Salary  of  75/.  per  Annum,  or  any  Two  not  too  distant  from 
each  other ;  would  also  reside  within  the  Districts.  I  have  an  Independency,  consequently 
do  not  rely  upon  Practice  entirely,  but  still  prefer  an  active  Life.  I  have  been  in  extensive 
Practice  in  the  Old  Kent  Road,  London,  for  Twelve  Years,  but  in  consequence  of  rupturing 
a  Blood  Vessel  was  obliged  to  retire  into  the  Country.  During  my  Residence  in  London 
I  was  elected  to  the  Royal  Maternity  Charity,  Doctors  Commons,  as  Consulting  Surgeon^ 
also  to  the  Royal  Infirmary  for  Children,  and  to  the  Southwark  Lying-in  Charity  of 
Guy's  Hospital  I  possess  Letters  of  high  Recommendation  from  Drs.  Blundeli  of  Great 
George  Street,  Westminster;  Ramadge,  Ramsbotham,  Walshman,  and  Addison ;  also  from 
Mr.  J.  Abernethy,  Mr.  B.  B.  Cooper  of  Guy's  Hospital,  Mr.  C.  Callaway  also  of  Guy's, 
and  also  Member  of  the  Apothecaries  Company,  &c.  &c.;  and  in  the  Year  1826  was  Dresser 
to  Mr.  Abernethy,  and  was  Pupil  at  Guy's  and  St.  Thomas's  Hospital  for  Three  Years. 
^KHild  there  be  any  Probability  of  my  being  elected  to  the  Office  I  will  immediately,  on 
the  Receipt  of  your  Letter,  proceed  to  Bridgwater,  and  bring  all  Testimonials  with  me. 
Waiting  your  early  Reply, 

I  have  the  Honour  to  remain,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  humble  Servant, 

To  R.  Underdown,  Esq.  J.  R.  Ward,  Surgeon,  &c. 

You  never  thought  it  worth  your  while  to  inquire  into  the  Facts  stated  of 
his  having  been  connected  with  certain  Institutions? 

I  thought  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  Letter ;  we  only  waited  for  the 
Testimonials. 

You  thought  the  Testimonials  were  much  more  conclusive  than  the  Fact  of 
his  having  been  in  Practice  ? 
Yes. 

Supposing  you  had  discovered  that  he  had  stated  that  which  was  Hot  true, 
would  that  have  altered  your  Opinion  ? 

Certainly ;  I  should  not  have  voted  for  him. 

Do  you  know  the  Handwriting  of  any  one  of  the  Gentlemen  who  signed  the 
Testimonials  ? 

No. 
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jtev.  s.  starketf.       There  were  some  TestimoDials  from  public  Bodies^  which  it  would  have 
.,1  been  difficult  for  him  to  have  forged,  were  there  not? 

Yes,  there  were. 

Testimonials  of  bis  having  gone  through  a  regular  Course  of  Study? 
Yes. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

n.B.Buiier  Esq.       ROBERT  BEEDON  BULLER  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  examined  as 
*  J *     **  follows  : 

WHERE  do  you  live  ? 
At  Nether  Stowey. 

What  are  you  ;  are  you  a  Gentleman  living  on  your  Fortune  ? 
I  farm  a  little. 

Are  you  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 
I  am  not  now ;  I  was  at  first. 

Were  you  the  first  Year  ? 

Yes. 

You  were  so  from  1836  to  1837  and  from  1837  to  1838  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  attend  pretty  constantly  at  the  Board  ? 

Tolerably  regularly  ;  probably  I  have  attended  somewhat  less,  because  we 
had  an  ex  officio  Guardian  who  attended  more  frequently,  the  late  Thomas 
Poole,  Esquire. 

Did  you  attend  pretty  regularly  ? 

Yes  i  I  generally  attended  once  a  Fortnight^  sometimes  more  frequently. 

You  were  not  on  the  Visiting  Committee.? 
No,  I  was  not. 

Were  you  made  acquainted  at  that  Time  with  there  being  a  violent  infectious 
Complaint  in  the  House  ? 
No,  never. 

Have  you  ever  heard  of  it  up  to  this  Time  ? 

No;  1  never  heard  that  there  was  an  infectious  Disease  in  the  House  at 
that  Time  ;  I  have  heard  it  spoken  of  since. 

When  did  you  first  hear  of  it  ? 

I  heard  a  Medical  Man  in  my  own  Village  say  one  Day  that  the  Disease 
was  infectious;  I  never  heard  of  it  till  within  the  last  Month  or  Six 
Weeks, 

Who  was  that  Medical  Man  ? 

Mr.  John  Evered  Poole.     It  was  at  his  Brother's  House,  at  Dinner. 

Did  you  hear  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  did. 

When  did  you  first  hear  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  heard  of  it  some  Time  in  the  Autumn  of  1836,  I  think. 

Do  you  remember  a  Letter  coming  from  Mr.  King  with  respect  to  the  Use 
ofMilk  for  the  Children? 

I  was  not  at  the  Board  on  that  Day. 

Were  you  at  the  Board  the  Board  Day  preceding,  the  18th  of  October? 
I  cannot  charge  my  Memory  with  that  Fact. 

It  was  the  Practice  of  the  Visiting  Committee  to  bring  the  Book^  and  pro- 
duce it  to  the  Chairman,  who  read  the  Entries,  and  thus  Information  was  given 
to  the  Board  with  respect  to  the  State  of  the  House  ? 

yes. 
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Were  you  ever  there  at  any  Time  when  Mr.  Baker  or  Mr.  Axford  came   k.B.BuUer.Esq. 
with  the  fiook,  and  having  heard  .the  Minutes  read^  as  Members  of  the  Com-       — — — 
mittee^  proposed  that  an  Alteration  should  be  made  in  the  Dietary  in  conse- 
quence of  Diarrhoea  prevailing  in  the  House  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  it. 

When  did  you  first  hear  of  Diarrhoea? 

I  heard  of  it  One  Week  before  I  attended  the  Board ;  Mr.  Poole  mentioned 
the  Circumstance  to  me.  I  will  state  to  your  Lordships  that  which  he  did 
say ;  he  had  been  at  the  Board,  and  be  said  the  Diarrhoea  was  raging  in  the 
House. 

Did  he  say  **  raging**  ? 

That  it  was  existing  in  the  House,  and  that  Rice  was  recommended  by  the 
Medical  Man  instead  of  Gruel.    On  the  following  Week  I  was  there  myself. 

Had  the  Rice  been  adopted  ? 

Yes,  they  had  it ;  any  thing  that  was  recommended  by  the  Medical  Man 
was  adopted  ;  they  had  adopted  the  Rice,  and  on  the  Fortnight  after  they  had 
the  Sanction  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

You  are  referring  to  the  Period  of  the  Spring  of  1837  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  hear  of  Sickness  in  the  Autumn  or  in  the  Winter  of  1837  ? 
Yes }  1  remember  hearing  of  it  in  the  Autumn  of  1836. 

How  was  it  brought  to  your  Notice  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Were  you  frequently  in  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  attend  Bridgwater  Market  ? 
Yes. 

Are  you  in  the  habit  of  riding  to  Bridgwater  on  other  Days  besides  the 
Board  Days  ? 

Yes,  I  do,  sometimes. 

Have  you  much  Intercourse  with  the  Inhabitants  of  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  hear  among  the  People  at  Bridgwater  during  the  Winter  any 
Rumour  of  an  infectious  Complaint  raging  in  the  House,  or  any  such  Complaint 
that  you  were  afraid  of  going  into  it  ? 

No ;  never  in  my  Life. 

Did  you  ever  hear  a  Remonstrance  made  by  any  Person  to  the  Board 
against  being  sent  there  on  account  of  the  Diarrhoea  or  any  infectious  Com- 
plaint  prevailing  there? 

No ;  1  have  no  Recollection  of  ever  having  heard  any  thing,  except  at  the 
Board,  in  my  Life. 

*   Were  there  any  People  of  Nether  Stowey  in  the  House  ? 
Yes ;  we  had  Two  Paupers  in  the  House. 

Have  you  ever  visited  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  see  those  Paupers  in  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

Did  they  complain  to  you  that  they  were  exposed  to  Infection  ? 
No,  not  at  all. 

When  was  it  you  first  visited  ? 

In  the  Autumn  of  1836.  What  drew  me  to  the  House  was,  there  was  a 
Pauper  of  ours  who  went  into  the  House  just  at  the  Formation  of  the  Union, 
a  Woman  by  the  Name  of  Sarah  Muilins ;  she  went  in  in  a  very  delicate  State, 
with  her  Bastard  Child  j  I  used  to  go  down  occasionally  to  see  her.  She  died 
of  Consumption  some  Time  in  the  Autumn.  She  was  a  very  expensive  Pauper 
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R.  B.Buikr,  Esq.  to  US,  and  I  nevoT  met  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  oa  Board  Days,  or  at 

■       any  Time,  without  inquiring  how  the  Womsui  was  going  on,  and  his  Answer  on 

one  Oecasion  was,  that  she  was  a  very  expensive  Pauper  to  us ;  that  Port  Wine, 

Beefsteaks,  and  Mutton  Chops  were  ordered  for  her,  and  she  would  cost  our 

Parish  from  6^.  6^.  to  7$.  a  Week.    I  went  down  occasionanj  to  see  hen 

How  long  did  she  live  ? 

I  think  she  lived  only  Five  or  Six  Months. 

She  died  in  the  House  ? 
She  did. 

What  did  she  die  of;  Diarrhoea  or  Consumption  ? 
She  was  in  a  galloping  Consumption  when!  saw  her. 

Was  she  in  a  galloping  Consumption  when  she  went  into  the  House  ? 
I  thought  she  had  then  the  Appearance  of  Consumption  about  her. 

You  went  to  see  her  occasionally  ? 
I  did. 

You  do  not  recollect  the  exact  Period  of  her  Death  ? 

No. 

But  she  was  in  the  House  Six  or  Seven  Months  ? 

Yes ;  she  was  the  first  Pauper  we  sent  from  our  Parish ;  she  must  have  goae 
some  short  Time  after  June. 

When  you  have  gone  into  the  House  have  you  ever  found  any  disagreeable 
Smell  in  the  House  ? 
None  whatever. 

Was  she  in  the  Sick  Ward  ? 
Yes. 

Were  there  others  there  ? 
Yes. 

At  what  Time  in  the  Day  have  you  visited  her  ? 
About  One  in  the  Day,  I  suppose ;  in  the  Forenoon. 

Was  that  on  Days  on  which  you  attended  the  Board  ? 
Yes ;  I  used  to  walk  down  and  go  there. 

She  never  complained  to  you  of  there  being  a  dreadful  Sm^  in  the  House, 
or  any  thin^  of  that  Kind  ? 

Not  at  all;  she  always  told  me  she  was  very  comfortable  there,  that  she  was 
very  well  used. 

She  appears  to  have  died  on  the  11th  of  November  1836.  You  never  per- 
ceived any  Smell  ? 

No. 

You  were  never  cautioned  against  going  into  the  House  ? 
No,  never. 

You  were  never  told  you  were  likely  to  get  the  Infection  ? 

No. 

What  other  Paupers  bad  you  ? 
Harriet  Bindon. 

How  long  did  she  stay  in  the  House  ? 

She  came  in  some  Time  last  Summer ;  I  think  she  stayed  a  long  Tiaie« 

She  was  removed  to  North  Petherton  ? 
Yes. 

Has  she  ever  told  you  the  Way  in  which  she  was  treated  at  North  Petherton? 

When  I  saw  her  in  the  House  at  Bridgwater  she  reported  very  favound>W 
of  it.  She  was  rather  averse  to  going  in  at  first,  and  wnen  I  saw  her  I  saidy 
^  Well,  Harriet,  how  do  you  go  on  here  ?"  *^  Very  well.  Sir."  '<  You  are 
more  comfortable  than  you  expected  ?*'     <<  Yes.''    ^*  You  have  nothiog  to 

^*  cowplaitt 
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complain  of?"    "  No ;  I  have  nothing  to  complain  of.'*    •«  Have  you  plenty  of  R.B.Bvikr,  E$q. 

every  thing  ?"    "  Yes  j  I  have  plenty  of  every  thing,  Meat  and  Drink,  and      L. 

every  thing/' 

Have  you  attended  the  Board  more  constantly  since  Mr.  Poole's  Death  ? 
Yes  J  I  have  attended  more  constantly  since  Mr.  Poole's  Death. 

When  did  Mr.  Poole  die  ? 

He  died  in  last  September ;  I  did  not  attend  for  Four  or  Five  Weeks ;  after 
that  I  attended  regularly. 

In  the  Beginning  of  the  last  Parochial  Year,  in  March  or  April  last,  did  you 
attend  pretty  constantly  ? 
Yes.. 

Did  you  attend  when  the  Diet  Table  was  altered? 
Yes,  I  did. 

How  came  the  Diet  Table  to  be  altered  ? 

They  said  the  Diarrhoea  was  existing  in  the  House. 

That  was  reported  to  the  Board  by  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

It  was  reported  to  the  Board  j  I  was  not  there  when  the  first  Report  came, 
but  on  the  following  Week  I  was  there ;  they  said  that  Rice  had  been  recom- 
mended. Mr.  Poole  told  me  Rice  had  been  recommended  instead  of  Gruel. 
I  was  there  on  the  Friday  following ;  I  recollect  the  Chairman  saying  that 
any  thing  that  was  recommended  by  the  Medical  Man  should  be  adopted. 

Who  was  in  the  Chair  ? 

I  believe  it  was  Mr.  Starkey,  but  that  Week  I  was  absent ;  I  heard  so. 

Have  the  Recommendations  of  the  Medical  Officers  been  in  all  Ca3e«  in 
your  Knowledge  adopted  ? 

I  have  never  seen  an  Instance  to  the  contrary. 

With  respect  to  infectious  Complaint,  you  never  heard  until  lately  of  its 
having  prevailed  ? 

No ;  I  never  heard  of  it  at  the  Time,  nor  except  in  the  Manner  I  have 
stated ;  and  I  was  surprised  when  I  heard  that  it  was  considered  infectious. 
At  the  Time  it  existed  tliere  it  was  prevailing  in  Stowey  j  there  were  Two  or 
Three  died  in  my  Brother's  Parish,  that  is  Over  Stowey. 

How  far  is  tb^t  frow  Bridgwater  ? 
Seven  Miles. 

Were  there  any  People  who  died  in  your  Parish  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  there  were  j  I  recollect  that  the  Bowel  Complaint 
existed  to  a  great  Extent  at  that  Time. 

Was  not  that  a  very  unhealthy  Season  ? 
It  was  a  particularly  unhealthy  Season. 

Were  many  of  your  Labourers  laid  up  at  the  Time  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  there  were ;  but  there  were  a  great  many  Persons 
laid  up. 

Have  you  any  Idea  that  if  there  had  been  a  Motion  made  by  any  Gentleman 
for  a  Change  of  Dietary  Mr.  Warry  would  have  set  him  down,  and  prevented 
his  making  the  Motion  ? 

I  should  say  not. 

Have  you  ever  seen  any  thing  on  the  Part  of  Mr.  Warry  that  would  lead 
you  to  suppose  such  would  be  the  Case  ? 

I  have  always  seen  him  behave  with  the  utmost  Courtesy  to  every  one  j  I 
never  saw  him  refuse  to  put  a  Motion. 

You  say  that  you  did  hear  that  the  Diarrhoea  existed  in  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

You  made  use  of  the  Word  **  raging"? 

When  I  say  <^  raging"  I  heard  that  it  existed  in  the  House. 
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Jt  B.BuiUr,  Etq.       To  a  Considerable  Extent? 
•  * Yes. 

You  say  at  the  same  Time  that  you  never  heard  that  the  Diarrhoea  was 
infectious? 
I  never  did. 

Did  you  ever  ask  the  Question  of  any  body  ? 

No. 

You  never  asked  the  Medical  Man  whether  he  considered  it  infectious? 
No ;  I  had  no  Conversation  with  him  upon  the  Subject. 

Did  you  happen  to  be  at  the  Board  when  the  Governor  came  to  ask  for 
I^ave  of  Absence  ? 

No. 

Did  you  know  the  Fact? 

I  heard  that  he  had  Leave  of  Absence. 

For  what  Cause  ? 
From  ill  Health. 

Did  you  ever  make  any  Inquiry  as  to  the  State  of  the  Workhouse ;  as  to  ito 
being  so  full  that  Persons  were  put  Two  in  One  Bed  ? 
No. 

Nor  the  Number  of  Children  in  a  Bed  ? 

No ;  I  was  not  a  Visitor ;  I  never  visited  officially. 

You  never  took  particular  pains  to  inquire  into  the  State  of  the  Workhouse? 

No. 

What  you  say  as  to  the  State  of  the  House  was  from  general  Conversation? 
Yes. 

You  had  no  Idea  until  lately  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  infectious  ? 

No. 

Had  you  any  Conversation  with  your  Brother  as  to  the  Cases  of  Diarrhoea 
which  terminated  fatally  in  his  Parish  ? 

I  think  he  had  Two  who  died  there,  and  there  was  a  married  Woman  that 
they  said  it  was  impossible  should  recover,  but  she  did  recover. 

You  never  heard  from  him  that  it  was  infectious  ? 

No ;  on  the  contrary,  when  he  heard  lately  that  it  was  considered  infectious, 
he  said  he  never  considered  it  infectious. 

Did  you  hear  Mr.  Evered  Poole  state  that  ? 

Yes ;  when  we  were  talking  about  it  I  heard  him  say  so ;  I  think  it  was  at 
his  Brother's  House. 

Was  Mr.  Evered  Poole  the  Brother  of  Mr.  Thomas  Poole  ? 
No ;  he  was  no  Relation. 

Mr.  Thomas  Poole  was  a  much  older  Man  ? 
Yes }  Forty  Years  older. 

Did  you  happen  to  visit  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  between  the  Autumn  (tf 
1836  and  the  End  of  the  following  March? 

I  cannot  say  whether  I  may  have  gone  there*  What  took  me  there  in  the 
first  place  was  the  State  of  Sarah  Muliins ;  she  went  in  in  a  very  delicate  State 
of  Health. 

Were  you  at  the  Board  when  Mr.  Baker  made  a  Statement  with  respect  to 
the  House? 
No  J  I  never  heard  Mr.  Baker  make  any  Statement  on  the  Subject. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
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The  Reverend  NOBLETT  RUDDOCK  is  called  in,  and  examined  lUv.  N.  Ruddock. 

as  follows :  -..-«_-.«. 

WHERE  do  you  reside? 

At  Stockland  Bristol,  Seven  Miles  on  the  Western  Side  of  Bridgwater. 

Were  you  an  ex  officio  Guardian  or  an  elected  Guardian  of  that  Union  ? 
Elected  for  my  own  Parish. 

From  March  1836  to  March  1837? 
Yes. 

And  from  March  1837  to  March  1838? 

I  have  been  a  Guardian  from  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  for  my  own 
Parish,  and  am  still. 

When  first  the  Union  was  established  the  Diet  Table  was  not  fixed,  was  it  ? 
Noi  it  was  not)  a  Committee  was  appointed  to  determine  which  of  the  Diet 
Tables  should  be  adopted. 

Till  that  Time  the  Diet  which  had  been  used  under  the  old  Law  was 
continued? 
It  was ;  it  was  continued. 

About  the  Month  of  August  1836  the  new  Dietary  was  introduced  ? 
I  cannot  recollect  the  Date  when  it  was  introduced,  but  I  think  it  is  likely 
to  have  been  about  that  Time. 

Were  you  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
I  was. 

After  the  new  Diet  was  introduced  did  any  particular  Disorder  show  itself 
in  the  House  ? 
Not  immediately,  I  believe. 

How  soon  after  ? 

It  is  so  long  since,  1  cannot  trace  the  Time  back. 

Did  any  Disorder  at  any  Time  show  itself  in  the  House? 
Diarrhoea  prevailed  in  the  House,  certainly. 

Do  you  remember  at  what  Time  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  Disorder,  because  the  House  was  more  or 
less  unhealthy  at  all  Times,  I  believe. 

Do  you  remember  the  Visiting  Committee  desiring  Mr.  King  to  attend 
them  about  the  25th  of  October  in  that  Year? 
I  do  not  recollect  the  Circumstance }  it  is  not  in  my  Memory. 

Do  you  recollect  a  Letter  from  Mr.  King  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  the 
25th  of  October? 
No,  I  cannot ;  it  is  so  far  back. 

When  do  you  recollect  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  in  respect  of  the 
Diarrhoea  being  brought  to  your  Notice  ? 

The  first  Time  that  it  was  particularly  impressed  upon  my  Memory  was  in 
the  Spring  of  the  Year  1837. 

At  what  Time  in  the  Spring  ? 
In  the  Month  of  April. 

That  was  the  first  Time  the  Diarrhoea  was  brought  to  your  Notice  ? 
More  particularly. 

You  were  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  before  that  ? 

Yes,  I  was ;  but  during  the  Winter,  as  I  lived  at  a  considerable  Distance 
from  the  Town,  I  attended  when  it  was  my  Visiting  Week  regularly,  but  not 
so  regularly  at  the  Meetings  of  the  Visiting  Committee  at  other  Times. 

When  you  attended  in  your  Visiting  Week  was  there  any  thing  struck  you 
with  respect  to  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  previous  to  the  Time  I  have  mentioned. 
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nev.  N.  Ruddock.       Did  you  upon  those  Occasions  visit  the  Interior  of  the  House  ? 
"-  I  did  in  my  Week.    . 

Do  you  recollect  at  any  Time  finding  Diarrhoea  prevailing  there  to  any 
great  Extent? 
In  the  Month  of  April  I  do. 

Not  before  the  Month  of  April  ? 

I  may  have  found  it,  but  it  is  not  within  my  Recolkctioii  to  state  that 
positively. 

If  you  had  found  it  you  would  have  recollected  it? 

I  remember  it  was  felt  that  the  House  was  generally  unhealthy,  but  I  really 
cannot  take  upon  me  to  fix  any  particular  Time. 

Was  the  House  offensive  when  you  visited  it  ? 
No }  I  have  no  Recollection  of  its  being  offensive. 

Did  you  ever  have  any  Conversatioa  with  the  Medical  B€an  upon  the 
Subject? 

I  had  at  that  particular  Time  I  mention^  but  not  before. 

Previous  to  the  Month  of  April  you  had  not  found  any  particular  offensive 
Smell  about  the  House  when  you  visited  it  ? 
Certainly  not. 

Nor  had  any  particular  Matter  with  respect  to  the  Diarrhoea  been  bron^t  to 
your  Notice  ? 

No ;  not  that  I  recollect. 

Did  you  attribute  that  to  the  Diet  in  any  respect  ? 

I  am  not  aware  that  that  was  made  the  Subject  of  Conversation. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  there  was  Infection  in  the  House  ? 

No. 

Were  you  ever  cautioned  not  to  visit  the  House  ? 
No,  I  was  not,  individually. 

Mr.  King  never  cautioned  you  not  to  visit  the  House  ? 

No.        ^  ^ 

In  the  Month  of  April  you  made  a  Statement  to  the  Board  ? 
I  did. 

What  was  that  ? 

I  happened  to  be  the  Visitor  for  the  Week  in  the  Month  of  April,  and  od 
going  to  the  House  I  sent  for  the  Governor^  to  inquire  what  was  the  State  of 
the  House,  as  to  Health  of  it ;  the  Governor  stated  that  the  House  was  thai 
very  unhealthy,  and  that  the  Diarrhoea  prevailed  to  a  great  Extent. 

Do  you  recollect  which  Day  it  was  ?  You  visited  on  the  14th  of  Apri  and 
the  7th  of  April ;  on  which  of  those  Days  was  it  that  was  stated  ? 

I  should  rather  think  it  was  the  14th  ;  but  I  can  easily  satisfy  your  Lordship, 
if  you  will  allow  me  to  look  at  the  fiook.  (The  Book  is  handed  U  the  Witnesi^) 
It  was  on  the  14th,  it  appears  from  that  Book.  I  was  not  aware  that  I  visited 
on  the  7th,  but  the  14th  was  my  more  especial  Week  ;  if  1  made  out  the  Report 
on  the  7th  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  Visitor  not  being  there  himself. 

You  have  signed  it  with  your  own  Name ;  you  have  not  stated  that  it  was 
for  any  body  else  ? 

I  thought  it  advisable  to  desire  the  Governor  to  request  the  Medical  Officer 
to  attend  ;  he  happened  to  be  in  the  House  at  the  Time,  and  came.  I  asked 
him  his  Opinion  of  the  State  of  the  House;  he  said  the  House  was  in  a  very 
unhealthy  State  ;  I  then  inquired  i'rom  what  Cause  ;  he  said  from  the  Prevalence 
of  Diarrhoea  ;  upon  which  I  observed  that  an  official  Note  should  be  made  to 
that  Effect  in  my  Report  to  the  fioard  ;  and  I  requested  him  to  state  to  me  the 
Situation  of  the  House,  and  I  would  enter  it  in  his  own  Words  y  he  did,  and 
the  Entry  which  I  have  made  in  that  Book  was  taken  from  his  own  Mouth. 

And  that  Entry  is  to  this  Effect :  **  There  is  still  Diarrhoea  and  a  DispositiOQ 
to  increase,  and  the  Medical  Officer  recommends  Rice  and  Milk  as  a  Substitute 
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for  Bread  and  Cheese  Dinners  on  Two  of  the  Days''  ?    That  you  took  down    Rev.  N.  Ruddock. 

from  Mr.  King's  Mouth  ?  • 

Yes^  I  did. 

What  did  you  do  upon  that  ? 

Upon  that  I  made  a  Report  to  the  Board  ;  but  from  the  Press  of  Business»-~ 
which  happened  frequently,  so  that  it  was  necessary  to  leave  the  Report  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  to  be  brought  on  late  in  the  Day,  in  order  that  the  Pau- 

g^rs  might  not  be  kept  waiting  too  loag,^t  happened  that  on  that  Day  the 
eport  was  not  read  till  the  Paupers  were  dismissed. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  this  Book  was  not  read  till  after  the  Paupers  had 
been  dismissed  ? 

Not  on  that  Day ;  the  Book  was  given  to  the  Chairman,  and  read ;  and  upon 
the  Chairman  reading  the  Report  1  said,  ^*  I  beg  to  make  One  or  Two  Ob* 
servations."  I  then  stated  tiiat  I  had  made  that  Entry  in  the  Book  from  the 
Moath  of  the  Medical  Officer ;  that  he  had  stated  to  me  that  Diarrhoea  was  very 

Sevalent,  and  that  he  had  used  Rice  Milk  instead  of  Gruel  for  those  that  had 
lien  sick  of  the  Diarrhoea,  and  with  good  Effect,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
advisable  to  substitute  Rice  Milk,  and  try  the  Effect  of  it  upon  those  who  were 
well,  by  way  of  a  Preventative  j  his  Object  was  to  accomplish  through  the 
Medium  of  Diet  what  he  otherwise  should  be  obliged  to  do  by  the  Use  of 
Medicine.  This  I  stated  to  the  Board,  and  I  further  added,  that  if  the  Medical 
Officer  should  find  this^  salutary  I  thought  it  would  be  advisable  for  tlie 
Visiting  Committee  to  meet  and  revise  the  Diet  Table,  upon  which  the  Chair- 
man  said 

Who  was  the  Chairman  ? 

Mr.  Warnr  was  in  the  Chair.  Upon  which  the  Chairman  said,  '*  The 
Medical  Officer  must  take  care  not  to  exceed  his  Authority ;  he  has  ample 
Power  to  deal  with  sick  Patients  as  he  may  think  proper,  but  be  has  no  Right 
to  alter  the  Diet  for  those  who  are  well."  Upon  which  the  Subject  dropped 
for  that  Day. 


:>r  Loai;  J^ay. 

Did  you  make  any  Motion  upon  that  Day  ? 
Not  on  that  Day. 


Why  did  you  not  make  .a  Motion  ? 

We  could  not  have  made  it  with  Propriety  on  that  Day,  in  consequence  of 
there  being  so  small  a  Number  remainmg  at  the  Board ;  the  Members  had 
dropped  off  from  Time  to  Time,  and  there  were  very  few  left. 

Do  you  mean  that  the  Board  had  broken  up  ? 

No  i  but,  as  is  usually  the  Case  when  a  considerable  Part  of  the  Business  has 
been  disposed  of,  die  Members  take  up  their  Hats  and  walk  off,  and  leave  but 
a  few  to  dispose  of  the  Remainder  of  the  Business. 

How  came  this  Business  not  to  be  brought  on  earlier  in  the  Day  ?  The  Board 
of  Guardians  sit  in  the  Town  Hall  ? 
Yes. 

At  what  Time  did  you  go  up  to  the  Town  Hall  with  the  Book  ? 
The  Governor  takes  up  the  Book. 

Do  not  the  Visiting  Committee  take  the  Book  ? 
Never. 

At  what  Time  did  the  Visiting  Committee  go  to  the  T6wn  Hall? 
The  Visiting  Committee  met  at  Nine  o'Clock,  and  the  Board  at  Ten,  and 
we  adjourned  from  the  Workhouse  to  the  Board  Table. 

On  that  Day  did  you  meet  at  the  usual  Hour^  at  Nine  o'Clock,  at  the 
Workhouse  ? 
I  should  think  so. 

Were  you  delayed  any  Length  of  Tivie  at  the  Workhouse  ? 
No ;  I  think  not 

Then  you  were  at  the  Town  Hall  at  Ten  oTlock,  or  soon  after  ? 
Yes. 
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Rev.  N.  Ruddock.       Is  it  not  the  usual  Practice  for  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  to  be 
i_._       read  as  soon  as  it  is  brought  in  ? 

No ;  a  great  deal  of  other  Business  takes  Precedence  of  the  Visiting  Cum- 
mittee's  Report. 

Does  the  List  of  Paupers  take  Precedence? 

Not  always ;  but  if  there  is  a  Press  of  Business  which  we  are  obliged  to  take 
in  hand  which  occupies  a  Length  of  Time  we  generally  find  some  Member 
of  the  Board  make  a  Motion  that  the  Paupers  be  called  in,  that  they  may  not 
be  kept  waiting. 

Was  that  done  on  this  Occasion  ? 
I  should  think  it  was. 

Do  you  know  that  it  was  ? 
I  cannot  say  that  it  was. 

You  thought  this  a  Matter  of  considerable  Importance, — the  Change  of  the 
Diet  Table,  and  the  Report  of  the  Governor  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
Sickness  prevailing  in  the  House,  and  that  it  was  likely  to  increase? 

Certainly  it  was  of  great  Importance. 

Would  it  not  have  been  a  natural  Mode  of  proceeding,  if  you  had  an  im. 
portant  Question  to  bring  forward,  affecting  the  Health  of  all  the  Inmates  of 
the  Workhouse,  if  any  Gentleman  made  a  Motion  that  the  Paupers  be  now 
called  in,  that  you  should  interpose,  and  say,  '^  I  have  a  most  important  Matter 
which  it  is  desirable  should  be  brought  before  a  full  Board }  I  propose  that 
that  should  come  on  before  the  other''? 

That  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  was  frequently  brought  up,  and  laid 
aside  till  the  Paupers  had  been  disposed  of 

It  was  not  oflen  that  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  contained  any 
Matter  so  important  as  this  Report  did*  Would  it  not  have  been  a  natural 
Thing  for  you  to  say,  **  Let  us  proceed  in  the  natural  Course ;  the  natural 
Course  is,  that  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  shall  be  read  before  the 
Paupers  come  in.  I  have  a  most  important  Question  to  bring  forward,  and  I 
move  that  it  be  brought  forward  now'*? 

It  was  not  done. 

• 
Why  was  it  not  done  ? 
There  was  no  particular  Reason  for  not  doing  it  that  I  am  aware  of. 

How  many  Guardians  were  remaining  at  the  Time  you  brought  the  Question 
forward  ? 
Perhaps  Ten  or  a  Dozen. 

Can  you  recollect  whether  there  were  Ten  or  a  Dozen  ? 
No. 

It  may  have  been  Five  or  Six  ? 
It  may  have  been. 

Perhaps  Two  or  Three  ? 
No. 

Were  there  Five  or  Six  ? 

I  think  there  must  have  been  Ten. 

Do  you  recollect  who  they  were  ? 
I  recollect  only  One. 

Who  was  that  ? 
Mr.  Bowen. 

When  you  brought  it  forward    did  Mr.  Bowen    take  any  Part  in  this 
Conversation  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

Did  he  press  any  Change  of  Diet  upon  the  Board  ? 
No ;  I  am  not  aware  that  he  pressed  any  Change  of  Diet ;  he  reconamended 
the  Subject  to  the  Consideration  of  the  Board  very  strongly. 
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But  the  Board  had  pretty  well  broken  up  ?  K^-  ^-  R^dock. 

There  was  no  great  deal  more  Business  to  be  done.  - 

How  late  was  it,  do  you  recollect  ? 

It  might  have  been  between  Three  and  Four  o'Clock,  perhaps. 

Not  later  than  that  ? 

Very  probably  not^  I  should  think. 

Mr.  Bowen,  you  said,  pressed  it  upon  the  Attention  of- the  Board ;  was  it 
that  he  pressed  it  upon  the  immediate  Attention  of  the  Board,  or  that  the 
Board  should  attend  to  it  at  the  following  Meeting  ? 

I  cannot  draw  a  Line  immediately  between  the  immediate  Attention  and 
the  future  Consideration  of  the  Board,  but  he  pressed  it  generally  ;  I  should 
suppose  that  it  was  a  Subject  worthy  the  Consideration  of  the  Board. 

Did  he  urge  it  as  a  Subject  that  was  pressing,  and  that  ought  to  be  taken 
into  immediate  Consideration  on  that  Day  ? 

I  should  think  the  Manner  in  which  it  was  treated  by  Mr.  Bowen  was  that 
the  Subject  should  be  attended  to  without  Loss  of  Time;  and  I  merely 
mention  that,  because  when  he  takes  Things  up  in  general  he  does  so  with 
great  Earnestness. 

Did  you  urge  it  as  being  a  pressing  Matter  that  ought  to  be  taken  up  imme- 
diately on  that  Day  ? 

Not  on  that  Day;  but  as  a  Matter  that  involved  the  Welfare  of  the  Paupers 
very  much. 

As  a  Matter  of  considerable  Importance,  but  not  as  a  Matter  that  you 
thought  ought  to  be  pressed  on  that  Day,  considering  the  Lateness  of  the  Hour 
and  the  Thinness  of  the  Board  ? 

I  certainly  did  not  remonstrate  with  the  Chairman  for  not  taking  it  up  more 
warmly  than  he  did ;  but  I  thought  that  I  had  done  my  Duty  in  bringing  it 
before  the  Board. 

Did  you  urge  it  upon  the  Board  as  a  Matter  requiring  immediate  Attention, 
or  did  you  urge  it  as  a  Matter  of  great  Importance,  affecting  the  Welfare  of  all 
the  Inmates  of  the  House,  which  ought  to  be  considered  at  an  early  Oppor- 
tunity, but  not  pressing  the  Consideration  of  it  at  that  Time,  when  the  Board 
was  so  thin  ? 

I  do  not  imagine  that  I  stated  any  particular  Time  when  it  should  be  taken 
into  consideration,  but  merely  that  it  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  Board. 

Did  you  mean  that  it  should  be  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Board  on 
that  Day? 

That  was  my  Object  certainly  in  making  the  Observations  which  I  did  upon 
my  Report. 

You  made  those  Observations  when  the  Board  was  reduced  from  a  very 
considerable  Number  to  about  Ten  ? 
Yes. 

You  meant,  when  you  made  your  Proposition,  that  the  Board  should  go  into 
the  Consideration  of  it  ? 
I  certainly  did. 

Did  any  thing  happen  afterwards,  on  any  subsequent  Day,  upon  that  Subject  ? 

On  the  subsequent  Board  Day  a  Motion  was  made  by  one  of  the  Guardians, 
Mr.  William  King,  which  I  seconded,  that  the  Medical  Officer  should  be  called 
in  to  make  his  Statement  as  to  the  Situation  of  the  House. 

Was  that  carried  ? 
It  was. 

What  happened  upon  that  ? 

The  Medical  Omcer  was  called  in,  and  gave  it  as  his  Opinion  that  the 
Diarrhoea  which  prevailed  in  the  House  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  Use  of  the 
Oatmeal. 
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Rev.N.  Ruddock.       £>id  he  add  the  DiarrhcBa  which  had  prevailed  during  the  last  Eight  or  Nine 
— "— ""~       Months? 

No;  he  did  not  go  into  that;  he  only  went  into  the  present  State  of  the 
House,  to  the  best  of  my  Recollection,  and  he  recommended  that  Rice  MUk 
should  be  substituted  for  Gruel. 

Had  you  a  Discussion  upon  that  ? 

No,  we  had  not ;  it  was  adopted  immediately,  and  carried  unanimously ;  there 
was  no  Division  at  all  upon  it ;  it  was  proposed  and  carried. 

Did  Mr.  Warry  say  any  thing  ? 

I  am  not  aware  that  he  did ;  I  have  no  Recollection. 

Mr.  Starkey  was  in  the  Chair  upon  that  Occasion,  was  he  not  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Did  you  ever  propose  to  make  a  Motion  in  Writing  upon  the  first  Day  when 
you  mentioned  the  Subject? 

No  ;  nothing  was  saia  upon  that  Subject. 

You  have  a  Bye  Law  or  Standing  Order  that  no  Motion  shall  be  made  except 
in  Writing? 

Yes  ;  there  is  such  a  Bye  Law. 

You  did  not  make  any  Motion  on  the  14th  of  April  on  that  Subject? 

No. 

If  you  thought  the  Matter  so  urgent,  and  you  wished  it  to  be  entertained, 
why  did  you  not  make  a  Motion  ? 

I  did  not  consider  that  it  rested  with  me,  after  I  had  brought  the  Subject 
before  the  Board. 

The  Subject  was  brought  before  the  Board  on  the  subsequent  Day,  and  you 
seconded  it ;  if  it  was  fit  and  proper  to  make  a  Motion  on  that  Day  why  was 
it  not  fit  and  proper  to  make  it  on  the  former  Day  ? 

We  made  a  Motion  on  the  21st,  in  consequence  of  nothing  having  arisen  on 
the  former  Day  before  the  Board. 

But  nothing  could  arise  till  a  Motion  was  made  ? 
Yes ;  if  the  Chairman  had  suggested  any  thing. 

But  the  Chairman  does  not  put  a  Question  unless  a  Motion  is  made  ? 
The  Chairman  very  frequently  says,  **  Some  one  had  better  make  a  Motion 
upon  the  Subject." 

Is  no  Motion  made  unless  the  Chairman  says,  ^^  Somebody  had  better  niakea 
Motion  upon  the  Subject*'? 
Oh  yes. 

Do  you  often  make  Motions  at  the  Meetings  of  the  Board  ? 
I  do  occasionally. 

How  came  you  not  to  make  a  Motion  upon  this  very  urgent  Case  ? 
Because  the  Subject  was  suffered  to  drop,  and,  to  make  use  of  common 
Language,  cold  Water  seemed  to  be  thrown  upon  the  Observations  I  had  made. 

What  cold  Water  was  thrown  upon  it  ? 
By  the  Chairman  not  taking  it  up. 

Did  that  prevent  your  taking  it  up  ;  have  you  never  made  any  Motion  in 
the  Board  that  was  not  supported  and  approved  of  by  the  Chairman  ? 
Yes,  I  have,  certainly. 

Why  then  did  you  not  make  this  Motion,  which  you  say  you  thought  was 
very  pressing,  and  of  the  utmost  Importance? 

It  was  a  Motion  that  would  perhaps  be  better  reserved  till  there  was  a  full 
Board. 

Was  that  the  Reason  you  did  not  make  the  Motion  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  I  should  have  done  so  else,  because  I  considered  that 
I  had  made  the  Report  to  the  Board  as  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  and  I 
left  it  to  the  Board  to  deal  with  it  as  they  thought  proper. 
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You  did  not  make  a  Motion  at  that  Time,  but  thought  that  the  Subject  had    Rev.  N.  Ituddotk. 
better  be  brought  before  a  fuller  Board  ?  

I  conceived  that  I  had  done  all  that  was  incumbent  upon  me  when  I  had 
laid  it  before  the  Board. 

Are  you  quite  certain  that  the  Board  was  sitting  at  the  Time  when  you 
brought  this  Matter  forward  ? 
I  am  J  I  have  not  a  Moment's  Hesitation  about  it. 

But  upon  the  21st,  when  the  Motion  was  made,  the  Thing  was  attended  to, 
and  the  Diet  Table  was  altered? 
Yes. 

It  was  brought  forward  early  in  the  Day  ? 

Yes ;  when  the  Medical  Officer  gave  his  personal  Attendance. 

He  gave  his  personal  Attendance  in  consequence  of  a  Motion  having  been 
made  by  Mr.  King,  and  seconded  by  you,  that  he  should  give  his  personal 
Attendance  ? 

Yes. 

And  that  Motion  was  made  in  consequence  of  the  reading  of  the  Visitors 
Book? 
Yes. 

Was  that  the  first  Time  that  you  had  heard  that  Diarrhoea  was  very  prevalent 
in  the  House  ? 

It  was  the  first  Time  my  Attention  was  called  to  it 

Had  you  not  heard  that  Diarrhoea  was  very  frequent  in  the  House  before 
that? 

I  had  heard  of  it  being  in  the  House,  but  I  was  not  aware  that  it  was  at 
all  alarming. 

Had  you  heard  that  it  was  infectious  ? 
No. 

Did  you  make  Inquiry  of  the  Medical  Person  about  it? 
I  am  not  aware  that  I  did. 

How  came  you  not  to  do  so  ? 

My  Attendance  upon  the  House  was  not  so  frequent  as  the  Attendance  of 
some  of  the  Members,  in  consequence  of  my  Distance  from  the  Town. 

You  have  a  Son  who  is  a  Medical  Man,  have  you  not  ? 

Yes. 

Had  you  any  Conversation  with  him  upon  the  Subject  ? 

Never ;  I  make  it  a  Rule  never  to  talk  to  my  Son  upon  Medical  Subjects. 

Do  you  go  to  Bridgwater  upon  other  Days  besides  the  Days  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  live  in  Society  there  sometimes  ? 

No ;  I  have  very  little  Aquaintance  with  Bridgwaten 

Did  you  never  hear  in  Bridgwater  that  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  House, 
and  that  it  was  supposed  to  be  contagious  ^ 

It  was  not  made  the  Subject  of  general  Conversation  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Are  you  an  Acquaintance  of  Jonathan  Toogood  ? 

Yes  i  I  had  a  Son  who  served  his  Apprenticeship  to  him. 

Are  you  rather  intimate  with  him  ? 

I  am  more  intimate  with  him  than  with  some  Families,  for  this  Reason,  that  I 
have  a  high  Opinion  of  him  ;  and  that  induced  me  to  place  one  of  my  Sons 
under  his  Care. 

He  is  a  Man  in  eminent  Practice  at  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes,  he  is. 

Are  you  in  the  habit  of  seeing  him  frequently  ? 
No. 
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JieiJ.  N.  Ruddock.       Does  he  attend  your  Family  ? 
— —  He  did  attend  my  Family  when  I  came  to  reside  in  that  Neighbourhood  first. 

But  not  during  that  Winter  ? 
No ;  he  has  not  attended  my  Family  for  a  Length  of  Time. 

You  had  no  Conversation  with  him  upon  the  State  of  the  Workhouse? 
No  J  I  can  say  with  perfect  Confidence  that  I  never  had  any  Conversation 
with  him  upon  the  State  of  the  Workhouse. 

Did  you  see  him  during  that  Winter  ? 

I  dare  say  I  did,  when  I  went  into  Bridgwater. 

Did  you  ever  hear  from  him  that  there  was  an  infectious  Complaint  raging 
in  the  House  ? 
No. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Abraham  King  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  ever  hear  from  him  that  there  was  an  infectious  Complaint  raging  in 
the  House  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  it  being  stated  to  me  by  any  one. 

Were  you  ever  cautioned  by  either  of  them  not  to  go  into  the  House  ? 

No. 

Did  Mr.  King  ever  caution  you  not  to  visit  the  Sick  Wards  ? 
No  ;  not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

You  would  have  remembered  if  he  had,  should  you  not  ? 
If  I  must  state  either  yes  or  no  I  should  state,  no,  certainly  ;  to  the  best  of 
ray  Knowledge  and  Belief  he  never  told  me  so. 

Did  any  of  the  other  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  state  that  they 
had  been  warned  with  respect  to  going  into  the  House  ? 

No. 

You  never  heard  that  ? 

No. 

Do  you  think  you  visited  the  House  as  often  as  once  a  Month  in  the  course 
of  that  Winter? 

I  visited  the  House  in  my  Week,  which  I  suppose  came  once  in  Two 
Months,  for  we  visited  then  singly ;  One  Guardian  was  appointed  to  visit  for  a 
Week ;  now  we  visit  by  Pairs ;  Two  Guardians  visit  by  the  Week  ;  and  I  shoald 
suppose  my  Turn  came  about  once  in  Eight  Weeks. 

When  you  visited  the  House  was  it  just  before  the  sitting  of  the  Board? 

Always ;  our  Visiting  Committee  held  its  Meetings  from  Nine  o'Clock  to 
Ten,  and  at  Ten  the  Board  met.  My  Attendance  during  the  Winter  Months 
was  not  so  constant  as  during  the  Summer,  because  I  was  not  able  to  go  out, 
and  sometimes  I  have  been  confined  at  home  for  Two  Months. 

When  you  say  you  visited  you  mean  that  you  went  all  through  the  House? 
Yes. 

You  made  a  Motion  upon  some  Occasion  at  the  Board,  that  no  Medical 
Man  who  was  not  already  employed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  should  be 
employed  unless  he  was  a  Licentiate  of  the  Apothecaries  Company,  and 
likewise  a  Member  of  the  College  of  Surgeons,  did  you  not  ? 

I  did. 

What  would  have  been  the  Effect  of  making  that  Motion ;  would  it  not  have 
prevented  Mr.  Young  from  acting  as  an  OflScer  of  the  Board  of  Guardians? 
It  would  have  had  that  Effect  at  that  Time. 

Was  that  the  Object  of  the  Motion  ? 
No,  it  was  not. 

What  was  the  Object  ? 

Mr.  Young,  having  offered  himself  as  a  Candidate,  might  have  suggested  to 
me  the  Propriety  of  the  Motion,  but  I  made  the  Motion  uoon  general  Principles, 
and  for  these  Two  Reasons : — the  first  was  to  place  our  Medical  Establishment 
upon  the  most  efficient  Footing ;  and  the  second  was  to  prevent  Persons  setting 
up  in  our  Neighbourhood,  and  undertaking  the  Care  of  the  Poor,  of  whose 
14  Qualifications 
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Qualifications  we  were  not  satisfied.     The  Circumstance  of  a  Medical  Man    Rev.  x\.  Ruddock. 

being  a  Licentiate  of  the  Apothecaries  Company,  and  likewise  a  Member  of      

the  College  of  Surgeons,  is  the  only  Test  we  have  to  satisfy  us  that  he  is  a 
proper  Person  to  take  the  Care  of  the  Poor,  because  1  know,  when  my  Son 
was  examined  before  the  Company  of  Apothecaries,  one  Gentleman  was  re- 
jected as  insufficient;  and  therefore  if  Gentlemen  present  themselves  before  us 
for  Election,  and  we  elect  those  Gentlemen  to  take  care  of  the  Poor  of  the 
Neighbourhood,  unless  they  are  qualified  in  the  kind  of  Way  that  I  state,  we 
do  not  know  that  they  are  competent  to  take  care  of  the  Poor. 

Were  all  the  Medical  Gentlemen  that  were  elected  before  both  Licentiates 
of  the  Apothecaries  Company  and  Members  of  the  College  of  Surgeons? 
I  think  I  may  say  with  perfect  Confidence,  that  they  were. 

Do  not  you  know  that  Mr.  Addison  was  not  ? 
No  J  I  do  not  at  this  Moment. 

How  came  you  then  to  make  the  Motion  in  this  Form,  **  That  Persons  who 
shall  be  elected  to  Medical  Districts  of  the  Union  from  this  Time,  or  Persons 
who  are  not  already  Medical  OflScers,  shall  be  both  Members  of  the  College  of 
Surgeons  and  Licentiates  of  the  Apothecaries  Company'*  ?  Do  you  recollect 
the  Date  of  your  Motion  ? 

No,  I  do  not. 

How  came  you  to  put  it  in  that  Form,  if  you  were  not  aware  that  those  who 
were  already  Officers  of  the  Union  were  not  Members  ? 

I  might  have  been  aware  of  it  at  that  Time  ;  I  am  not  at  present ;  if  so,  the 
Object  was  that  there  might  be  nothing  invidious  in  the  Motion. 

You  wanted  to  prevent  any  fresh  Men  not  qualified  from  offering  their 
Services  ? 

I  had  had  frequent  Conversation  with  other  Gentlemen  Members  of  other 
Unions,  and  they  had  told  me  invariably  that  their  Medical  Men  were  qualified 
in  both  Departments ;  and  it  was  from  that  Circumstance  that  the  Necessity 
of  it  occurred  to  my  Mind.    I  knew  nothing  of  Mr.  Young  at  that  Time. 

But  you  knew  that  he  was  settled  in  the  District  ? 

I  knew  that  he  was  going  to  be  a  Candidate ;  but  it  was  not  particularly 
directed  against  him  more  than  against  any  one  else ;  but  at  the  same  Time 
that  might  have  brought  it  to  my  Memory. 

Do  you  happen  to  know  whether  the  Law  gives  any  Advantage  to  a  Person 
from  being  a  Member  of  the  College  of  Surgeons  ? 
No  ;  I  am  not  aware  that  it  does. 

Do  you  not  know  that  it  does  not  ? 

With  all  due  Deference  to  your  Lordship,  I  think  that  Clause  in  the  Act 
defective. 

But  do  not  you  know  that  the  Law  does  not  require  it  ? 

It  gives  this  Advantage,  that  I  believe  in  the  public  Institutions  of  this 
Country,  generally  speaking,  it  is  necessary  that  Medical  Gentlemen  should 
possess  both  Qualifications. 

By  Law  ? 

No ;  not  by  Law ;  but  I  believe  in  Hospitals,  generally  speaking,  a  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  elected  unless  he  was  qualified  in  both  Ways. 

That  depends  upon  the  Choice  of  the  Governors ;  there  is  no  legal  Dis- 
qualification? 

I  am  not  aware  that  there  is. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 
Twelve  o'Clock. 
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Die  Jovis,  26°  Julii  1 838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  OpeSnTAhe 

Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act. 


The  Reverend  NOBLETT  RUDDOCK  is  called  in,  and-  further  examined      Rev.  n.  Ruddock. 

as  follows :  

HAVE  you  ever  turned  your  Attention  at  all  and  endeavoured  to  recollect 
who  were  the  Persons  present  on  the  14th  of  April,  when  the  Motion  was 
made  by  you  to  which  you  have  been  referred  ? 

I  assure  your  Lordships,  since  I  had  the  Honour  of  your  Communication 
I  have  given  my  best  Attention  to  the  Subject,  and  it  is  with  great  Regret  I 
am  compelled  to  say  that  I  have  no  further  Information  to  give  upon  the 
Subject ;  that  I  cannot  recollect  who  was  present  besides. 

Can  you  recollect  how  many  were  present  ? 
I  should  think  under  Ten. 

How  many  under  Ten  ? 

It  is  impossible  to  state  precisely ;  that  is  a  Kind  of  Subject  which  would 
never  occur  to  my  Mind  after  the  Business  of  the  Day  was  over. 

If  you  heard  the  Names  of  all  those  who  were  present  should  you  be  able  to 
recollect  who  were  present  at  that  Time  ? 
No,  I  should  not,  certainly. 

Are  you  certain  the  Board  had  not  broken  up  ? 

I  am  certain  they  had  not,  for  the  Chairman  took  the  Report  and  read  it ; 
and  after  I  had  made  the  few  Observations  which  I  did,  those  Observations 
were  seconded  by  Mr.  Bo  wen,  as  I  stated  before;  upon  the  Question  put, 
as  to  the  Impropriety  of  taking  the  Report  into  consideration  at  all,  it  was 
taken  as  matter  of  course,  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee. 

That  was  always  done  ? 
Yes. 

You  did  not  make  any  Motion  on  that  Occasion  ? 
No ;  I  made  no  Motion. 

Nor  did  Mr.  Bowen  ? 

No. 

How  did  the  Business  go  off;  what  was  the  Understanding  with  which 
it  went  off;  was  it  that  it  should  be  taken  into  consideration  the  next  Day  ? 

No ;  it  seemed  to  be  negatived  completely  by  the  Opinion  the  Chairman 
had  given  upon  the  Subject,  that  we  were  not  conforming  to  the  Provisions  of 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act. 

What  was  negatived  ? 

The  Recommendation  of  the  Medical  Officer  to  make  an  Alteration  in  the 
Dietary. 

Was  there  any  Recommendation  from  the  Medical  Officer  ? 
Yes ;  it  is  embodied  in  the  Report  of  the  Day. 

About  the  Bread  and  Cheese  ? 

Yes. 

There  was  a  Recommendation,  which  you  think  was  negatived,  but  there 
was  no  Proposition  made  ? 

No,  there  was  not ;  but  may  I  be  allowed  to  say,  without  having  a  direct 

Question  put,  that  the  Business  of  the  Board  is  not  always    conducted   by 
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Rev.  N.  Rudfiock,   Motion ;  for  instance,  a  Report  is  made  from  the  Governor   of  the  House 

• every  Week,  which  is  generally  presented  by  the  Visitor  for  the  Week ;  that 

Report  sets  forth  what  Necessaries  will  be  wanted  for  the  Supply  of  the  House 
during  the  Week  ;  when  I  am  the  Visitor  I  generally  look  over  that  Report 
before  it  goes  in  to  the  Board  ;  then  I  present  it  to  the  Chairman  myself;  the 
Chairman  having  gone  through  it  says,  *^  Is  it  the  Pleasure  of  the  Board  that 
these  Things  be  ordered  ?**  Sometimes  when  the  Subiect  is  brought  before  the 
Board,  perhaps  it  may  be  a  Letter  which  may  be  read,  then  no  Motion  is  made 
upon  it,  but  the  Chairman  himself  says,  "  Is  it  the  Pleasure  of  the  Board  that 
this  be  done,'*  or  "  this  be  allowed  ?**  I  assure  your  Lordships  that  when  I 
presented  that  Report  I  did  consider  it  as  a  Matter  coming  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Board,  and  I  did  not  anticipate  any  Objection  to  it. 

What  was  the  Objection  made  ? 

The  Objection  was,  that  the  Medical  Officer  had  not  the  Power  of  altering 
the  Diet  for  Persons  who  were  well. 

The  Board  had  been  very  full  that  Day.  had  not  it  ? 
As  full  as  usual,  I  conceive. 

There  was  a  long  Discussion  that  Day  on  another  Subject,  was  not  there? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was. 

Do  not  you  recollect  a  long  Discussion  about  the  Report  of  the  Building 
Committee  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  not  you  remember  a  very  warm  Discussion  taking  place  ? 
I  do  not  know  what  particular  Subject  your  Lordship  alludes  to  with  respect 
to  the  Building. 

Was  not  there  a  Debate  whether  the  Report  of  the  Building  Committee 
should  be  agreed  to  or  not  ? 

That  is  not  within  my  Recollection* 

You  do  not  recollect  a  very  warm  Speech  from  Mr.  Bowen,  in  which  he 
withdrew  from  the  Building  Committee  ? 

No,  I  do  not ;  the  only  Discussion  of  any  Importance  withia  my  Knowledge 
respecting  the  Building  Committee  was  a  desultory  kind  of  Conversation  that 
took  place  with  respect  to  the  Windows. 

Was  that  on  this  Day  ? 
No. 

The  Question  refers  to  a  Discussion  on  this  Day  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  it. 

You  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Bowen  getting  up  with  considerable  Excitement, 
and  desiring  that  his  Name  might  be  struck  out  of  the  Building  Committee? 
No,  I  do  not. 

You  do  not  recollect  his  getting  up  subsequently,  and  saying  that  be  bad 
been  too  warm,  and  requesting  his  Name  might  be  put  in  again  ? 
No. 

You  would  have  recollected  it  if  you  had  been  there  and  heard  it,  should 
not  you  ? 

It  is  possible  I  might;  I  may  have  been  there,  or  may  not  have  been  there; 
it  does  not  follow  that  we  continue  there  the  whole  of  the  Time. 

How  do  you  account  for  it,  if  there  was  no  particular  Discussion,  that  the 
Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  particularly  if  it  contained  sometbiDg  of 
considerable  Import,  was  not  presented  at  the  usual  Time, — at  the  Beginning 
of  Business  ? 

It  frequently  happened  that  it  was  not  taken  into  consideration  at  that 
Time. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  it  was  frequently  put  off  till  after  the  Paupers  had 
appeared  before  the  Board  ? 
Yes. 

Did 
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Did  not  the  Visiting  Committee  bring  the  Report  with  them  ?  Rev.  N.  Ruddock. 

No  J   it  was  left  at  the  Workhouse,  and  the  Governor  brought  it  with       — — — 
him. 

Did  not  you  bring  it  yourself  ? 

No  J  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  sends  in  the  Book  to  the  Board  Table^ 
and  I  consider  it  my  Duty  as  Visitor  to  present  it  to  the  Chairman. 

You  were  present  that  Day? 
I  was. 

You  made  it  a  Practice  to  do  that  ? 
I  did  oftener  than  I  did  not. 

Was  not  that  generally  done  early  in  the  Business  ? 

It  was  frequently ;  but  sometimes  the  Chairman  said,  '^  I  will  take  it  after  the 
Paupers.'* 

Do  you  mean  to  say  it  was  frequently  taken  after  the  Paupers  were  gone 
through  ? 

It  was  occasionally,  when  there  were  many  in  attendance. 

And  when  the  greater  Portion  of  the  Guardians  had  retired  ? 

It  does  not  follow  that  that  is  the  Case,  because  sometimes  the  greater 
Number  of  Guardians  remain  till  the  Board  is  nearly  broken  up  j  at  other 
Times  they  fall  off  by  Degrees. 

On  this  Occasion,  this  Report,  which  you  conceived  contained  something  of 
very  considerable  Importance,  you  did  not  bring  forward  till  the  Number  of 
the  Board  was  reduced  to  less  than  Ten  ? 

The  Visitors  Book  was  on  the  Table,  but  it  was  not  taken  to  the  Chairman. 

It  was  not  presented  to  the  Chairman  ? 
It  was  not  read  till  after  that  Time. 

Though  there  was  this  very  important  Entry  in  it,  you  did  not  fhink  it 
necessary  to  call  the  Attention  of  the  Board  to  it  while  the  Board  was  full  ? 
I  considered  it  a  Recommendation  that  would  be  adopted  immediately. 

You  have  stated  that  you  never  were  cautioned  against  visiting  the  House  ? 
No  J  not  to  my  Recollection. 

You  never  heard  of  any  Infection  ? 
No. 

And  you  visited  as  often  as  you  would  have  done  at  other  Times? 

I  visited  in  my  Week,  I  conceive,  with  One  or  Two  Exceptions,  when  I 
requested  some  of  my  Brethren  to  visit  for  me ;  but,  generally  speaking,  I  made 
a  point  of  taking  my  own  Week. 

You  attended  the  Board  pretty  constantly  during  the  Autumn  of  1836,  did 
not  you  ? 

I  suppose  I  did. 

Your  Name  is  down  as  having  attended  every  Day  in  October,  November, 
December,  and  up  to  the  10th  of  January? 

I  made  a  point  of  attending  to  the  Duties  of  the  Board  whenever  I  possibly 
could. 

Did  you  during  that  Time  hear  frequent  Applications  made  for  a  Change  of 
Diet? 

I  am  not  aware  that  I  heard  any  thing  of  the  Kind. 

You  did  not  hear  Mr.  Baker  make  repeated  Applications  for  a  Change  of 
Diet? 

I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Should  not  you  have  recollected  it  if  it  had  occurred  ? 

I  might,  possibly ;  but  Mr.  Balcer  was  a  very  constant  Attendant,  in  conse- 
quence of  living  in  Bridgwater,  and  gave  a  great  deal  of  personal  Attention  to 
the  Workhouse,  more  than  the  other  Guardians  could  do. 
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Rev.  N.  Ruddock.       The  Question  refers  to  Applications  to  the  Board ;  you  do  not  recollect 
■-'        hearing  repeated  Applications  made  to  the  Board  for  a  Change  of  Diet  during 
the  Autumn  of  1830? 
No}  I  have  no  Recollection  of  it. 

You  do  not  recollect  any  Discussions  in  the  Board  on  that  Subject? 
N  0, 1  do  not 

You  made  a  Motion  which  you  stated  the  other  Day  would  have  the  Efiect 
of  excluding  Mr.  Young  from  being  the  Medical  Officer  of  the  District;  was 
that  suggested  to  you  by  any  Person  ? 

No,  it  was  not. 

It  was  entirely  your  own  Suggestion  ? 
Entirely. 

The  Resolution  is  under  the  Date  of  the  26th  of  May.—**  It  was  moved  by 
the  Reverend  N.  Ruddock,  and  seconded  by  R.  K.  M.  King,  Esquire,  that  no 
Gentleman  who  is  not  at  present  a  Medical  Officer  under  this  Union  be  eligible 
to  fill  that  Situation  unless  he  has  passed  his  Examination  at  the  Apothecaries 
Hall,  and  is  also  a  Member  of  the  College  of  Surgeons,  which  Motion,  on  a 
Division,  was  negatived.^'  Why  did  you  state,  **  who  is  not  at  present  a  Medical 
Officer''? 

It  occurred  to  me  that  it  would  bear  very  hard  on  any  Gentlemen  who  were 
our  Medical  Officers  if  that  Resolution  should  apply  to  them,  and  exclude 
them. 

You  stated  the  other  Day  that  you  were  not  aware  it  would  exclude  any  ?  . 
It  was  not  within  my  Recollection,  but  my  Object  was  that  it  should  not 
have  that  Effect 

You  were  aware  that  it  would  exclude  some,  though  it  was  not  within  your 
Recollection  the  other  Day  ? 
Very,  probably  I  was,  but  I  did  not  recollect  that. 

You  state  that  it  was  made  proprio  motu  ? 

I  declare  in  the  most  solemn  Manner  that  it  was. 

Were  you  at  the  last  Election  of  Doctors,  when  Mr.  Ward  was  re-elected? 
Yes ;  a  short  Time  since. 

Mr.  King  was  proposed  upon  that  Occasion,  was  not  he  ? 
He  was. 

There  was  a  Division  in  the  Board  upon  that  ? 

Yes. 

Was  any  Objection  made  to  Mr.  Ward  on  the  Ground  of  his  Medical 
Practice  ? 

There  was  an  Exception  taken  by  one  Gentleman  as  to  certain  Entries 
which  appeared  upon  a  Card  which  belonged  to  him,  and  that  was  urged  against 
his  Appointment. 

Was  any  Exception  taken  to  any  of  his  Medical  Practice  ?  Was  any  Com- 
plaint made  of  Want  of  Skill  or  good  Management,  in  a  medical  point  of 
view? 

I  should  think  not. 

Was  not  it  expressly  put  to  the  Board  whether  any  Gentleman  had  any  thing 
to  object  to  Mr.  Ward  upon  that  Score  ? 

I  am  not  aware  that  a  Question  of  that  Kind  was  asked,  but  I  think  I  am 
correct  in  saying  that  no  Objection  was  made. 

Who  was  in  the  Chair  upon  that  Occasion ;  was  not  it  Mr.  Strangways  ? 
I  believe  it  was. 

You  do  not  recollect  his  putting  the  Question,  **  Does  any  one  object  to 
Mr.  Ward  on  account  of  his  Want  of  Medical  Skill  ?  '*  ? 
No ;  I  should  think  he  did  not. 

You  do  not  recollect  that  Question  being  put  ? 
No,  I  do  not* 
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You  recollect  that  no  Objection  was  urged  ?                                                      Rev.  N.  Ruddock. 
No  Objection  was  urged  that  I  am  aware  of.  

Were  you  present  when  Mr.  Ward  was  first  elected  ? 
Yes ;  1  proposed  Mr.  King  at  Midsummer  1837* 

Was  that  Card  produced  at  that  Election  ? 

No ;  I  never  saw  any  thing  of  the  Card,  nor  was  it  mentioned. 

You  say  you  were  one  of  the  Visitors  for  the  Day  on  the  21st  of  April  ? 
Yes. 

You  went  through  the  Workhouse  that  Day,  did  not  you  ? 
I  went  through  it  either  that  Day  or  that  Week  ;  I  made  a  point  of  going 
through  it  once  a  Week ;  I  do  not  think  I  did  that  Day. 

Did  any  of  the  Visiting  Guardians  on  that  Day  go  through  the  Work- 
house ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that  they  did;  we  had  a  Report  from  the  Medical 
Officer. 

Are  you  quite  certain  that  any  Visiting  Guardians,  except  yourself  and  one 
other,  Mr.  Inroan,  did  go  through  the  House  ? 

It  is  very  possible  some  of  the  Bridgwater  Guardians  might  have  gone 
through,  for  they  were  upon  the  Spot,  and  they  might  take  an  early  Oppor- 
tunity of  looking  into  the  House ;  but  with  respect  to  myself,  as  I  live  at  a 
Distance  from  Bridgwater,  I  may  not  be  at  the  Board  sufficiently  early,  and 
then  I  should  send  for  the  Governor,  and  have  his  Report,  and  if  any  thing 
further  was  necessary  send  for  the  Medical  Officer. 

You  do  not  recollect  whether  the  others  went  through  the  Workhouse  that 
Day? 
I  do  not. 

You  do  not  recollect  whether  Mr.  Inman  went  through  the  Hoif^e  that 
Day? 

1  cannot  say  either  Way. 

The  Medical  Officer  recommended  the  Use  of  Bread  and  Cheese  instead  of 
Gruel  ? 
He  did. 

That  \?as  negatived  at  once  ? 
Yes. 

On  what  Occasion  was  it  negatived  ? 

On  the  Occasion  of  my  making  the  Entry  in  the  Visitors  Book,  when  the 
Report  of  the  Recommendation  of  the  Medical  Officer  to  make  an  Alteration 
in  the  Diet  was  not  taken  into  consideration. 

Was  not  the  Proposition  of  the  Medical  Officer  negatived  without  any 
Discussion  ? 

It  was  not  put  to  the  Board. 

Was  it  put  to  the  Board  or  not  ? 

No,  it  was  not ;  it  dropped  to  the  Ground  in  consequence  of  the  Opinion 
given  by  the  Chairman  that  the  Medical  Officer  was  out  of  Order  in  making 
the  Recommendation. 

You   state  that  the  Number  did  not  amount  to  Ten  who  were    then 
present  ? 
Perhaps  not. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  they  were  all  sitting  at  the  Table,  and  attending  to 
the  Business,  or  any  of  them  grouped  round  the  Room  talking? 

I  should  say  that  the  Guardians  who  were  present  were  at  the  Table;  but 
we  frequently  begin  Business  with  a  very  small  Number,  and  we  sometimes 
end  with  scarcely  more  than  enough  to  make  a  Board ;  and  within  the  last 
Fortnight  or  Three  Weeks  a  Motion  has  been  put,  and  passed  with  only  Three, 
and  I  was  one  of  the  Three,  and  was  requested  to  remain,  that  the  Board 
might  be  complete, 
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Rev.  N.  Ruddock.       Bread  and  Cheese  were  proposed  to  be  substituted  for  the  Gruel  ? 
■  It  was  to  be  for  Dinner,  I  think. 

What  was  the  desultory  Conversation  about  the  Windows  ;  was  not  it  an 
Objection  that  the  Windows  prevented  the  Paupers  looking  out  ? 

Yes ;  that  was  the  Objection ;  and  some  of  the  Board  were  of  opinion  that 
they  should  be  lowered. 

Did  the  Guardians  object  on  that  account  ? 
Some  of  them  did. 

But  not  a  great  many  ? 

Not  a  great  many  that  I  recollect 

Was  there  a  Motion  made  upon  that  Subject  ? 
No,  there  was  not. 

You  expected  that  the  Recommendation  of  the  Medical  Man  would  be 
immediately  adopted  ? 
I  certainly  did- 

Have  you  frequently  visited  the  House  since  they  have  gone  into  the  new 
House  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  ever  heard  any  Complaints  from  the  People  of  the  Windows  being 
too  high  ? 

I  have  not  heard  Complaints ;  but  the  other  Day,  in  going  through  the 
House,  I  met  with  an  old  Woman  who  spoke  to  me ;  I  recognised  her  Features. 
I  said,  **  I  think  you  were  in  the  old  House  ?"  She  said  she  was.  I  said, 
"  Which  House  do  you  like  best  ?'*  She  said,  "  I  like  the  old  one  best."  I 
said,  <^  For  what  Reason  ?**  She  said,  <^  Because  there  I  could  look  out  at  the 
Windows.'*    That  was  all  that  passed. 

She  liked  the  old  House  best? 
Yes ;  for  that  Reason. 

What  did  she  look  upon  when  she  looked  out  at  the  Windows  ? 
She  looked  into  the  Turnpike  Road. 

That  was  close  to  the  Town,  was  not  it  ? 

Yes. 

And  a  good  many  People  passed  it  ? 
Yes. 

Carriages  and  Carts  and  Waggons  ? 
Yes. 

If  she  had  looked  out  at  the  Windows  in  the  new  House  what  would  she 
have  looked  into  ? 
She  would  look  into  some  of  the  Courts. 

And  see  nothing  but  the  Courts  ? 
No. 

Is  it  surrounded  by  Buildings? 

She  could  look  over  the  Wall  into  the  Green  Fields ;  but  in  passing  through 
the  House  I  have  invariably  found  that  the  Inmates  are  perfectly  satisfied.  I 
have  made  a  point  of  asking,  and  I  have  not  heard  One  Opinion  to  the  contrary. 

No  Person  has  ever  made  a  substantive  Complaint  of  the  Height  of  the 
Windows  ? 
Not  to  me,  nor  to  any  one  I  know. 

She  did  not  make  a  substantive  Complaint  that  the  Windows  were  too  high  ? 

No. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
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GEORGE  WARRY  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  further  examined  as  G\Warry,  Esq. 

follows :  

WHEN  Mr.  King's  Letter  was  presented  to  the  Board,  dated  the  25th  of 
October,  did  it  not  occur  to  you,  as  Chairman  of  the  Board,  that  you  should 
make  some  Inquiry  of  Mr.  King,  personally,  upon  tlie  Subject  of  the  Disease 
in  the  House  ?• 

It  did  not  occur  to  me,  for  this  Reason,  that  I  had  not  a  Recollection  of 
Mr.  King's  Letter ;  I  was  present  at  the  Board  on  the  25th  of  October,  the 
Day  on  which  there  was  a  great  Confusion  at  the  Board,  when  the  Bishop  was 
present. 

Was  that  Letter  afterwards  brought  to  your  Notice  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  it  was. 

Was  not  it  brought  to  your  Notice  the  following  Board  Day  by  Mr.  Poole's 
Letter  stating  that  every  thing  which  had  been  recommended  had  been  done  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Poole's  Letter  on  the  1st  of  November  ? 
I  have  not  a  Recollection  of  that  Letter. 

[The  Letter  is  read  to  the  Witness.] 

Do  you  recollect  that  Letter  ? 
I  recollect  seeing  it,  I  think. 

As  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  you  did  not  think  it  necessary  for 
you  to  visit  the  House  ;  you  left  that  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

It  was  left  to  the  Visiting  Committee  ;  I  had  not  Time  on  the  Board  Day, 
and  I  did  not  make  a  point  of  going  over  specially  to  visit  it ;  but  I  am  sure  I 
visited  it  sometimes.  I  stated  on  a  former  Occasion,  when  I  was  asked  with 
reference  to  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Sarah  Winslade,  that  I  thought  she  was 
one  of  the  Persons  that  had  been  sent  to  the  Lunatic  Asylum ;  that  was  not 
Sarah  Winslade,  but  another  Woman ;  I  went  to  the  Workhouse,  and  made  the 
Order  j  I  saw  Mr.  Poole,  and  the  Governor  was  there. 

You  did  not  conceive  it  to  be  your  Duty  to  visit  the  Workhouse,  and  watch 
over  the  Proceedings  of  the  Workhouse,  and  see  how  far  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee did  their  Duty  ? 

It  was  a  Matter  that  never  occurred  to  my  Mind  that  it  was  necessary  for 
me  to  do  so. 

Did  you  ever  see  anyjReason  to  doubt  the  Competency  and  Diligence  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  in  performing  the  Duties  assigned  to  them  by  the  Board 
and  by  the  Law  ? 

Not  the  least. 

When  you  accepted  the  Office  of  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  did 
not  you  leel  that  the  Eyes  of  the  Neighbourhood  would  be  directed  to  you  for 
the  proper  Management  of  the  Board  and  the  Workhouse  under  your 
Charge  ? 

I  felt  that  as  the  greatest  Difficulty  forced  upon  me,  and  that  I  was  called 
upon  to  execute  the  Law  in  a  Town  where  the  new  Poor  Law  was  unpopular ; 
and  I  knew  also  that  a  Pamphlet  upon  the  Subject  had  been  written  before 
that. 

What  Pamphlet? 

Mr.  Bowen's,  addressed  to  the  King,  was  written  before  the  Formation  of 
the  Union. 

Under  those  Circumstances  did  you  not  think  yourself  more  strictly  bound 
than  under  common  Circumstances  to  have  watched  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Visiting  Committee,  and  yourself  to  have  ascertained  the  State  in  which  the 
House  was  ? 

I  never  supposed  that  I  individually  had  the  whole  of  the  Operation  of  the 
Act  upon  me ;  that  was  more  than  I  could  undertake  to  answer  for.  As  Chair- 
man I  thought  it  my  Duty  to  preside  at  the  Board,  and  to  see  that  the 
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G.  Warty,  E»q.     Orders  and  Rules  of  the  Commissioners  were  at  the  Board  regularly  con- 
■  ducted,  but  as  Chairman  I  bad  no  other  Power  under  the  Act  than  any  other 

individual  Guardian. 

You  considered  your  Duties  confined  to  a  proper  Regulation  of  the  Board, 
and  carrying  on  its  Duties  regularly  ? 

Yes ;  out  of  the  Board  I  was  no  more  than  any  other  Guardian. 

Did  not  you  consider  yourself  specially  bound  to  look  after  the  proper 
working  of  the  Law  with  respect  to  the  Management  of  the  Board  ? 
Individually  I  did  not. 

Now  that  your  Attention  has  been  directed  to  that  Pointy  do  you  not  think 
that  you  was  more  than  any  other  Guardian  bound  to  look  after  the  Manage- 
ment of  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  do  not  think  that  I  am,  any  more  than  the  Chairman  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  is  responsible  for  the  Management  of  a  County  Gaol. 

Was  not  the  Committee  appointed  for  the  express  Purpose  of  visiting  the 
House,  and  reporting  weekly  to  the  Board  ? 

It  was ;  the  Chairman  and  Vice  Chairman  were  Members  of  that  Committee 
ex  officio. 

Did  you  ever  attend  that  Visiting  Committee  ? 
Very  seldom. 

Did  not  you  think  it  still  more  vour  Duty^  being  Chairman,  to  attend  that 
Committee,  and  see  that  its  Proceedings  were  properly  conducted  ? 

I  did  not  consider  it  more  my  Duty  to  do  so,  for  the  Duties  of  Chairman 
are  so  onerous  I  could  not  attend  to  every  thing ;  and  I  had  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Duties  of  the  Visiting  Committee  were  neglected. 

It  is  a  general  Rule  that  the  Chairman  and  Vice  Chairman  shall  be  Members 
of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

Yes ;  that  Rule  was  established  at  the  Commencement. 

Do  not  you  think  that  the  Public  would  look  to  you  as  giving  a  Sort  of 
Guarantee  that  the  Matter  was  properly  conducted,  from  your  Character  and 
Station  ? 

I  had  no  Suspicion  that  I  individually  was  answerable  for  the  right  Manage- 
ment of  the  Details  of  the  Workhouse ;  it  was  more  than  an  individual  Gen- 
tleman  could  possibly  be  expected  to  attend  to^  living  Nine  Miles  from  the 
Place  where  the  Proceedings  were  going  on. 

The  Visiting  Committee  was  appointed  for  the  Purpose  of  visiting  and 
superintending  the  Workhouse  P 
Yes. 

Was  not  it  principally  confined  to  Persons  living  in  Bridgwater  or  the 
immediate  Neignbourhood  ? 
Just  so. 

Because  it  was  supposed  to  be  convenient  to  them  to  attend  more  frequent!/ 
than  Persons  living  at  a  Distance  ? 
Yes. 

The  Board  relied  upon  their  Examination  and  their  weekly  Report? 
Certainly. 

Do  not  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  at  Somerset  House  sign  a  particular 
Form  of  Queries  for  the  Visiting  Committee  to  reply  to  every  Week  ? 
Certainly. 

Was  not  that  regularly  supplied  to  the  Board  ? 
Yes ;  it  was  laid  weekly  before  the  Board. 

It  was  put  into  your  Hand^  and  you  read  the  Result  ? 
Yes  J  every  Week,  as  far  as  I  can  remember  j  there  might  be  Days  when  it 
was  not. 

You 
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You  were  satisfied  with  seeing  the  Book,  without  personal  Inquiry  at  the     ^'  ^^^^ry,  Esq. 
Workhouse  ?  — — — 

Yes ;  not  having  ray  Attention  drawn  particularly  to  the  Workhouse  I  did 
not  go  frequently;  I  certainly  did  go  in  the  early  Period,  between  the 
Formation  of  the  Union  and  the  Christmas  of  1836.  I  remember  an  old  Man 
of  the  Parish  of  Grainton,  William  Pike,  coming  to  my  House  at  Shapwick,  and 
petitioning  to  go  to  the  Workhouse,  because  the  Poorhouse  at  Grainton  was 
so  riotous  and  disorderly.  He  was  admitted.  I  visited  him  there,  and  afler 
inquiring  how  he  was  he  told  me  that  he  was  very  comfortable,  and  ^'  would 
not  go  back  again  for  Forty  Pounds." 

If  you  had  been  told  there  was  any  tning  particular  occurring  in  the 
Workhouse,  or  had  been  told  by  the  Visiting  Committee  that  there  was  any 
Occasion  for  your  visiting  it,  should  you  have  attended  ? 

I  should,  certainly. 

If  you  had  been  told  there  was  any  particular  Complaint  in  the  House 
should  you  have  attended  ? 
I  should  have  done  so. 

If  you  had  been  told  there  was  a  great  Want  of  Beds,  or  any  Stench  in  the 
House,  should  not  you  have  attended  ? 
I  should. 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  such  a  Circumstance^ 
No,  I  did  not. 

You  do  not  remember  Mr.  Baker  making  a  Representation  upon  the  Subject 
in  the  Month  of  March  ? 

Mr.  Baker  was  never  present  in  the  Month  of  March  when  I  was  there. 

In  the  Month  of  April  ? 

I  will  begin  with  the  Quarter  commencing  the  3d  of  January  1837*  I  was 
at  the  Quarter  Sessions  attending  my  Duties  as  a  Magistrate ;  Mr.  Baker 
appears  upon  the  Minute  Book  to  have  been  at  the  Board,  but  I  could  not 
possibly  have  met  him  there  on  that  Day.  On  the  10th  of  January  I  was 
present  in  the  Chair ;  Mr.  Baker  was  absent.    On  the  17th  of  January  I  was 

£  resent ;  Mr.  Baker  was  absent.  On  the  24th  of  January  I  was  present ; 
fr.  Baker  was  absent.  On  the  31st  of  January  I  was  present ;  Mr.  Baker  was 
absent ;  and  on  the  31st  of  January  Mr.  Baker  signed  the  Visitors  Book,  but 
did  not  come  to  the  Board  to  state  to  the  Board  any  thing  beyond  the  Report 
in  the  Visitors  Book.  On  the  31st  of  January,  **  the  House  generally  un- 
healthy  ;''  he  was  not  present  that  Day. 

Did  you  make  any  Inquiry  upon  that  Subject? 

No,  I  did  not^  because  the  Prevalence  of  Influenza  was  then  so  great ;  I  had 
it  in  my  House,  and  only  a  few  Days  before  the  Head  Nurse  in  my  Family 
had  died  of  the  Complaint 

You  took  for  granted  it  was  Influenza  that  was  prevailing  ? 

Yes ;  and  it  was  known  at  the  Time  that  the  Business  of  the  Bank  of 
England  and  other  great  Establishments  was  interrupted  in  consequence.  I 
ascertained  Yesterday  from  one  of  the  Clerks  in  the  Bank  of  England  that  that 
was  the  Case  there. 

The  Committee  are  to  understand  that  though  that  Remark  was  made  by 
Mr.  Baker  you  attributed  it  to  Influenza,  and  did  not  make  further  Inquiry? 
On  reading  that  Part  I  considered  it  to  apply  to  Influenza. 

No  Report  was  made  by  Mr.  Baker  that  there  was  any  particular  Complaint  ? 

Not  a  Syllable  more;  he  could  not  have  reported  any  thing  about  any 
specific  Complaint,  for  he  was  not  at  the  Board ;  this  is  all  he  says,  "  Generally 
unhealthy.*' 

From  the  Prevalence  of  Sickness  generally  in  the  Country,  there  was  nothing 
in  that  Complaint  to  excite  Suspicion  in  your  Mind  that  there  was  any 
infectious  Disease  in  the  House  ? 

No. 

Had  you  not  heard  before  that  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  ? 
I  had  not  j   and  whenever  Diarrhoea  has  been  mentioned  in  the  Visitors 
Book  up  to  this  Time  it  so  happened  I  was  not  present  at  the  Board. 
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G.  Warry,  Esq.        Did  not  you  sometimes  look  back  into  the  Visitors  Book  to  ascertain  the 

State  of  Health  in  the  Workhouse? 

The  Business  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  was  so  onerous  I  had  not  Time  to 
look  back ;  all  I  had  Time  to  do  was  to  look  at  the  Business  in  hand. 

You  generally  met  at  an  early  Hour  in  the  Forenoon  ? 
We  met  at  Ten. 

Did  the  Board  sit  in  the  Winter  Months  till  a  late  Hour  in  the  Afternoon? 
They  did  indeed.  ^ 

Did  you  look  by  Chance  at  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  ? 
I  did  not. 

Have  you  ever  looked  since  ? 

I  have  not  looked  into  those  Books  personally^  because  the  statistical  Part  of 
those  Proceedings  has  not  been  attended  to  by  me. 

Be  so  good  as  to  look  at  the  Medical  Report  for  that  Week,  and  state  how 
many  were  returned  as  being  afflicted  with  Diarrhoea,  and  how  many  were 
suiTering  from  Influenza? 

There  were  Two  in  the  House  suffering  from  Diarrhoea,  and  Seventeen 
suffering  from  Influenza. 

That  Book  was  lying  on  the  T^ble  in  the  Board  Room^ 
It  was. 

If  the  Book  remained  there  was  it  lying  open  for  the  Guardians  to  examine? 
Yes. 

Was  it  the  Practice  for  one  of  the  Guardians  to  look  over  the  Book  while 
the  Business  proceeded  ? 
That  was  the  Practice. 

If  they  saw  any  thing  to  which  it  was  necessary  to  call  the  Attention  of  the 
Chairman  would  they  call  his  Attention  to  it  ? 
They  would,  of  course. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  your  Attention  was  called  to  the  numerous  Cases 
of  Influenza  in  the  House  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that.  On  the  7th  of  February  1837  Mr.  Baker  himself 
reported,  "  Many  have  Influenza  ;**  that  Is,  in  the  Visitors  Book.  On  the 
7th  of  February  I  find  an  Entry  in  my  private  Journal, — I  went  over  to  my  Duty 
at  the  Board  of  Guardians, — **  The  Business  rather  heavy  ;  the  prevailing  Sick- 
ness increased ;  Number  of  Applicants/*  Mr.  Baker  and  I  were  both  present  at 
the  Board  on  that  Day  he  referred  to  the  Influenza,  and  that  is  one  of  the  State- 
ments in  the  Book  as  to  the  Sickness  in  the  House.  On  the  14th  of  Febroary 
the  Report  is,  "  Generally  unhealthy.**  Mr.  Baker  was  present  at  the  Board, 
and  so  was  l. 

Did  Mr.  Baker  support  that  by  any  further  Explanations  ? 

I  do  not  believe  he  did  ;  perhaps  my  Memory  may  be  refreshed  by  reference 
to  the  Minute  Book.  All  which  I  have  stated  is  all  which  is  entered  in  the 
Minute  Book ;  the  Report  was  by  Mr.  Colthurst.  There  does  not  appear  in  the 
Minute  Book  to  be  any  particular  Entry ;  the  only  remarkable  Thing  that  took 
place  was  a  Notice  for  altering  the  Day  of  Meeting  of  the  Board  from  Tuesday 
to  Friday,  On  the  21st  of  February  I  was  present  at  the  Board  ;  Mr.  Baker 
was  absent.  On  the  28th  of  February  I  was  present,  and  so  was  Mr.  Baker. 
I  should  wish  to  call  your  Lordships  Attention  to  the  Medical  Report  on  the 
28th  of  February  ;  that  was  the  Day  which  the  Board  had  set  apart  for  receiv- 
ing the  Contracts  for  warming  the  new  House.  After  I  had  taken  the  Chair 
I  was  called  out  of  the  Board  Room  to  a  Side  Room,  and  there  Mr.  Bowen 
was  present. 

He  was  not  a  Member  at  the  Time  ? 

No.  The  late  Mr.  Poole  was  present  also.    Mr.  Bowen  then  pressed  upon  os 

the  Advantage  of  adopting  Mr.  JPrice's  Method  of  heating  the  new  House  with 

hot  Air.    I  said  I  had  not  Time  to  say  much  upon  the  Subject ;  I  must  go  back 

to  the  Chair  j  but  I  perfectly  well  remember  the  Appearance  of  Mr.  Bowen  at 
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the  Board  that  Day  for  the  Purpose  of  recommending  Mr.  Price  for  heating     G.  Warry,  Esq. 
the  House  j  and  I  am  confirmed  that  that  was  so,  because  Mr.  Meade  King  can  * 

prove  that  Mr.  Bowen  canvassed  him  for  Mr,  Price. 

What  do  you  infer  from  that  ? 

I  infer  that  if  there  had  been  any  raging  Sickness  in  the  Workhouse,  as 
Mr.  Bowen  was  taking  so  active  a  Part,  it  might  have  occurred  to  him  to 
mention  it  to  the  Members  of  the  Board. 

He  called  you  out  to  speak  to  you  about  the  warming  of  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

And  you  think,  if  there  had  been  such  a  Disease  prevailing  in  the  House, 
he  might  have  communicated  with  you  upon  the  Subject  ? 

Yes }  he  had  communicated  with  the  Board  before  on  the  Subject  of  the 
House ;  he  had  written  a  Letter  on  the  Subject  of  the  Windows.  On  the 
10th  of  March,  which  was  the  first  Meeting  of  the  Board,  on  Friday,  the  next 
Board  after,  the  $28th,  I  was  present,  and  Mr.  Baker  was  absent ;  on  the 
17th  of  March  I  was  present,  and  Mr.  Baker  was  absent j  on  the  asd  of 
March  Mr.  Baker  was  present,  and  I  was  absent;  on  the  25th  of  March  I 
was  present,  Mr.  Baker  was  absent ;  so  that  during  the  whole  of  that  Period, 
for  a  Quarter  of  a  Year,  I  never  met  Mr.  Baker  at  the  Board  but  Three 
Times. 

How  many  Times  did  Mr.  Baker  attend  ? 
Five  Times. 

That  was  the  Quarter  in  which  this  prevailing  Sickness  is  said  to  have  been 
raging  ? 
Yes. 

You  do  not  recollect  its  having  been  mentioned  to  you  by  any  Member  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians  that  when  you  were  absent  Mr.  Baker  had  called  their 
Attention  to  that  Circumstance  ? 

No. 

Did  no  other  Member  bring  to  your  Recollection  the  Letter  of  Mr.  King 
dated  the  25th  of  October  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  its  having  been  brought  to  my  Notice. 

The  whole  Recommendation  of  that  Letter  was  complied  with  immediately, 
was  not  it  ? 
I  apprehend  so. 

Is  it  not  so  entered  on  the  Minutes  of  the  subsequent  Board  Day  ? 
Yes.    Mr.  Poole  wrote  a  Letter,  stating  that  it  had  a  beneficial  Effect ;  that 
the  Poor  were  surrounded  with  every  Comfort. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Baker  coming  to  the  Board  Room  with  the  Death 
Book  in  his  Hand  ? 

I  do  not ;  if  Mr.  Baker  has  stated  any  Date  for  that  I  shall  be  able  to 
speak  to  it,  for  I  have  referred  to  the  Minute  Book,  and  seen  when  I  was 
present. 

You  are  not  stating  these  Things  from  your  Memory,  but  from  the  Minute 
Book? 

Yes,  certainly. 

You  have  no  Recollection  of  it  yourself,  of  course? 

No. 

You  will  not  say  that  Mr.  Baker  was  not  present  when  he  has  stated  he  was 
present? 

It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  that;  but  if  Mr.  Baker  was  present  his  Name 
would  be  entered. 

If  he  was  present  there  must  be  a  gross  Negligence  in  keeping  the  Minutes, 
if  his  Name  was  not  inserted  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  not  known  Instances  of  that  Omission  ? 
I  cannot  call  to  Mind  any  Instance  where  that  has  been  the  Case.    > 
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G.  fvarry,  Esq.        Were  you  presQDt  at  the  Board  Day  on  the  20th  of  December  1836? 
I  was  not ;  I  was  unwell,  and  did  not  go  in  that  Day. 

Were  you  on  Thursday  the  22d  at  a  Special  Meeting  ? 

I  was ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  nothing  about  the  Contents  of  the  Death  Bock 
was  stated  then^  for  we  met  for  a  special  Purpose.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  met 
so  large  a  Board  of  Guardians  from  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  to  the 
present  Time ;  that  was  with  respect  to  the  Constabulary  Force.  It  has  been 
supposed  that  I  overruled  the  Boards  but  on  this  Occasion  the  Board  were 
almost  all  against  me. 

Whether  there  was  or  was  not  Diarrhoea  or  an  infectious  Disease  in  the 
House,  that  Circumstance  was  never  brought  to  your  Knowledge  during  that 
Period  by  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  or  any  other  Means? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  my  Attention  having  been  called  to  it  as  a  Matter 
of  Complaint.    On  the  4th  of  October,  which  was  a  Board  Day,  there  were 
no  weekly  Lists  brought  before  the  Boards  and  Mr.  Baker  was  absent  on  that 
Day  from  the  Board  j  and,  as  it  appears  from  the  Minute  Books,  we  were 
occupied  the  whole  Day  with  regard  to  our  Tenders ;  there  were  no  Orders 
for  the  Workhouse,  I  apprehend,  on  that  Day,  we  having  no  Lists.    Then  oq 
the  11th  of  October  Mr.  Baker  was  present  j  and  there  is  a  very  important  and 
precise  Entry  in  the  Visiting  Committee's  Book  that  Day :  Mr.  Baker  then 
reported  that  the  House  is  generally  healthy,  excepting  some  Sickness  among 
the  Children  j  it  is  in  the  Minute  Book,  Page  94: — ^*  The  Visiting  Committee 
report  to  the  Board  that  there  are  Ninety-four  Paupers  in  the  Bridgwater  Work- 
house ;  viz.  Men,  Twenty-one, —  One  of  them  able-bodied  j  Women,  Twenty,— 
Six  of  them  able-bodied ;  Boys,  Nine  Years  of  Age  and  upwards.  Nine  j  Boj« 
under  Nine,  Sixteen ;  Girls,  Nine  Years  old  and  upwards.  Five ;  Girls  under 
Nine,  Fifteen, — Ninety-four ;  and  that  the  following  Necessaries  are  imme- 
diately required.**    *•  The  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  reported  to  the  Board 
that  Kobert  Grant  Fenner,  aged  Ten  Years,  belonging  to  the  Parish  of  Cat- 
cott,  had  run  away  from  the  House,  and  wore  off  a  Pair  of  new  Trowsers 
belonging  to  the  Union ;  ordered,  that  he  be  taken  before  the  Magistrates, 
and  proceeded  against  for  the  Offence  at  their  next  Meeting.    He  also  re- 
ported that  Joseph  Burge,  aged  Fifty-four,  belonging  to  the  Farish  of  North 
Petherton,  ran  away  from  the  House  on  the  4th  Instant     He  also  reported 
that  the  rough  Winds  last  Night  had  done  considerable  Damage  to  the  Work« 
house  and  Buildings,  and  that  they  required  to  be  repaired  immediately,  which 
he  was  directed  to  get  done.     The  Visiting  Committee  were  recommended  to 
remove  a  Pauper,  by  the  Name  of  Jordon,  from  North  Petherton  to  the  Bridg- 
water Workhouse/'     The  Report  goes  to  the  Detail  of  the  Workhouse,  and 
various  Things  of  that  Kind ;  but  we  never  heard  any  thing  that  I  remember 
as  to  any  prevalent  Disease  in  the  House.    In  the  Visiting  Committee's  Ae* 
port,  to  the  Question,  **  Are  the  Inmates  generally  healthy,  or  is  there  any 
Sickness  prevalent  among  them  ?    If  so,  state  Particulars,  and  especially  if 
any  dangerous  or  highly  infectious  Case  of  Illness   exists   in  the  House,** 
— Mr.  Baker,  in  answer  to  that,  says,  •*  Yesj"  that  is,  that  the  House  is 
generally  healthy,  **  excepting  some  Sickness  amongst  the  Children.'*    The 
mere  Circumstance  of  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  referring  to  such 
comparatively  trivial  Matters  is  sufficient  to  show  that  the  Committee  had  not 
any  very  serious  Matters  to    report  j  certainly  I  should  have  thought  that 
there  was  no  Exclusion  of  any  thing  more  important  which  could  be  stated. 
Then  on  the  18th  of  October  I  was  absent ;  Mr.  Baker  reported  again,  "  The 
House  is  generally  healthy,  excepting  some  Sickness  amongst  the  Children." 
The  25th  of  October  was  the  Day  on  which  the  Board  were  thrown  into  some 
Confusion  by  the  Visit  of  the  Bishop.    On  the  1st  of  November  I  was  presept, 
and  Mr.  Baker  also  was  present :  "  Mr.  Robert  Joliffe  Colthurst  gave  Notice  of 
his  Intention  on  Tuesday  the  15th  Instant  to  move,  that  so  much  of  a  Resolution 

Sassed  on  the  Slst  Day  of  May  last,  that  provides  for  the  Governor  and 
fatron  the  Food  of  the  able-bodied  Pauper,  be  rescinded,, and  that  they  be 
allowed,  in  addition  to  such  Diet,  a  sufficient  Supply  of  Tea  and  Sugar  for  their 
general  Use.*'  "  It  was  ordered,  that  Mrs.  Ellis,  the  Matron  of  the  North 
Petherton  Workhouse,  do  appear  before  the  Board  on  Tuesday  the 
8th  Instant,**  in  respect  of  some  Irregularity  in  the  House  of  North  Petherton. 
Then  on  that  1st  of  November  Mr.  Poole*s  Letter  was  also  read,  as  to  the 
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Effect  of  the  Order  of  the  Board  on  the  previous  Day,  namely,  the  25th.    On     G.  rvany,  Esq. 

the  8th  of  November  Mrs.  Ellis  attended  the  Board.    I  feel  desirous  of  going      — — — — 

through  this,  on  account  of  the  Attacks  ivhich  I  conceive  have  been  made 

upon  my  Conduct.    I  am  desirous  of  showing  when  I  was  present,  :;nd  v/nat 

I  had  the  Means  of  knowing.    On  the  15th  of  November  there  was  a  Letter 

read  from  Mr.  Poole  relative  to  the  State  of  Health  of  the  Paupers  in  the 

House. 

Upon  a  general  Review  of  all  the  Circumstances  of  the  Case  and  what 
happened  at  that  Time,  your  Attention  having  been  very  much  drawn  to  it 
of  late,  not  only  by  your  Examination  but  what  has  been  passing  in  the 
Neighbourhood  of  Bridgwater,  are  you  able  to  state  that  there  was  never 
brought  to  your  Mind  at  that  Period  the  Exbtence  of  an  infectious  Complaint 
raging  in  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  ? 

Never;  I  never  knew  of  it 

You  do  not  recollect  that  such  a  Thing  was  ever  brought  to  your  Mind  ? 
I  do  not. 

Is  it  possible,  if  it  was  brought  to  your  Mind,  that  you  could  have  forgotten 
it? 

I  do  not  think  it  is,  because  when  I  had  Occasion  to  go  through  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  Year  at  the  End  I  have  given  a  Sort  of  Extract  or  Summary 
of  all  our  Proceedings,  and  such  a  Circumstance  never  occurred  to  my  Mind  ; 
it  was  not  a  Subject  which  I  had  Occasion  to  comment  upon  when  I  prepared 
the  Summary  at  the  End  of  the  Year. 

Have  you  a  Copy  of  that  Summary  with  you  ? 
I  have  not. 

You  are  quite  sure  there  was  nothing  on  the  Subject  in  that  Summary  ? 
There  was  not. 

There  was  a  Summary  of  the  whole  Proceedings  of  the  Board  submitted  to 
the  Board  at  the  Close  of  the  Year  ? 

Yes ;  as  to  the  Events  which  had  occurred. 

Such  a  Circumstance  as  a  Disorder  of  that  Kind  raging  in  the  Workhouse 
for  a  Number  of  Weeks  was  not  introduced  in  that  Summar)^  ? 

It  was  not. 

Have  you  any  Doubt  some  Observations  would  have  been  made  upon  your 
proposed  Report  if  there  had  been  such  a  Conviction  upon  the  Minds  of  the 
Guardians? 

It  would,  certainly ;  no  Subject  could  have  been  more  important  to  have 
been  touched  upon  j  and  I  allude  in  that  Summary  to  the  prevailing  Sickness, 
and  to  the  Labours  of  the  Medical  Men. 

You  have  said  that  you  sat  very  late  in  the  Evening  sometimes  in  vour 
Board  j  were  there  many  Occasions  on  which  you  did  not  get  through  all  the 
Cases  of  Paupers  ? 

I  think  we  always  got  through  the  Pauper  List ;  we  sometimes  divided  it 
into  Committees. 

That  Report  which  was  prepared  by  you  received  the  unanimous 
Approbation  of  the  Board  ? 

Yes. 

It  appears  by  the  Minutes  to  have  been  a  Meeting  held  by  Adjournment, 
and  that  there  were  present,  '^  George  Warry,  Esquire,  Chairman  j  Richard 
King  Meade  King,  Esquire,  Vice  Chairman  ;  Thomas  Poole,  Esquire  j 
Reverend  Henry  Parsons ;  Thomas  Withey  Inman,  Esquire  j  Mr.  Frederick 
Axford,  Mr.  Charles  Bulpin,  Mr.  Thomas  Banfield,  Mr.  Robert  Joliffe 
Colthurst,  Mr.  John  Clarke,  Mr.  Thomas  Colmer  Colthurst,  Mr.  Thomas 
Culverwell,  Mr.  Gabrial  Cripps,  Mr.  Robert  Durston,  Mr.  John  King  (Bawdrin), 
Mr.  John  King  (Chilten),  Mr.  Richard  King,  Mr.  Edwin  Laver,  Mr.  John 
Mogg,  Mr.  Thomas  Poole,  Reverend  Noblett  Ruddock,  Mr.  James  Somers, 
Mr.  Benjamin  Tucker,  Mr.  William  Young,*'— making  Twenty-four;  of  how 
many  does  the  Board  consist  ? 

Upwards  of  Sixty. 
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GrWarry,  E$q.        On  the  previous  Day  it  had  been  mentioned  to  the  Board  that  it  was 

,  —       intended  to  bring  forward  this  ? 

Yes ;  the  regular  Board  Day  was  Two  Days  before,  and  I  was  prevented 
going  over  to  the  Board  that  Day  in  consequence  of  the  deep  Snow.  It  was 
understood  that  I  intended  to  give  a  Summary  of  the  Proceedings,  and  the 
Board  adjourned  to  the  following  Saturday. 

On  that  Saturday  the  Report  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  was  settled  ? 
It  was. 

You  are  not  now  Chairman  ? 
I  am  not. 

You  resigned  ? 
I  did. 

Were  you  much  pressed  to  resume  the  Chair  ? 
I  was. 

Who  pressed  you  particularly  ? 

Mr.  Inman,  I  think,  gave  Notice  that  he  should  propose  a  Vote  of  Thanks 
to  me,  and  asked  me  to  take  the  Chair  again.  Subsequently  to  that  I  received 
a  Letter  from  Mr.  Parsons^  who  had  proposed  me  the  previous  Year,  stating 
that  he  was  hurt  that  he  had  been  forestalled  in  proposing  me  to  the  Board, 
and  that  he  wished  to  have  the  Honour  of  doing  so  the  Third  Year. 

What  induced  you  to  refuse  to  continue  Chairman  ? 
I  could  not  continue  any  longer,  I  had  been  so  vexed. 

You  had  been  so  maligned  in  consequence  of  what  had  occurred  ? 
Yes. 

It  was  in   consequence  of  these   Proceedings  you  found  your  Situation 
uncomfortable,  and  would  not  continue  in  it  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  you  found  the  Situation  so  uncomfortable  that  you  did  not  wish  to 
continue  in  the  Chair ;  have  you  found  that  you  met  with  Opposition  in  the 
Board  itself? 

There  was  Opposition  in  the  Board  itself. 

Was  it  from  that  Circumstance,  or  from  the  Reports  that  were  circulated  in 
consequence  of  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet,  that  you  wished  to  resign  ? 

I  felt  that  the  Opposition,  and  the  Annoyance  which  it  was  to  me,  disturbed 
my  own  Peace  and  that  of  my  Family. 

Therefore  you  thought  it  better  to  retire  from  the  Situation  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  think  that  Feeling  is  likely  to  operate  on  other  Gentlemen  in  the 
Neighbourhood  ? 

I  should  think  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  get  a  Gentleman  to  uke  the 
Office  of  Chairman. 

Mrs.  Warry,  your  Mother,  has  been  very  much  harassed,  has  she  not  ? 
My  Mother  has  left  the  Neighbourhood  in  consequence  of  it« 

You  think  these  Proceedings  will  have  the  Effect  of  deterring  Persons  in 
your  Station  of  Life  from  taking  the  Chair,  or  taking  an  active  Part  ? 
I  am  afraid  they  will. 

Are  there  any  Instances  in  your  Neighbourhood  in  which  this  has  operated 
on  others  as  well  as  yourself? 

I  have  no  particular  Instance  that  I  can  bring  forward. 

Has  any  thing  of  the  Sort  been  going  forward  within  your  Knowledge  in 
any  other  Union  ? 

Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  present  Chairman  has  been  harassed  in  the  same 
Way? 
1  have  no  personal  Knowledge  of  that. 
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There  is  a  strong  Feeling  of  Hostility  to  the  Administration  of  the  Poor  Law     g.  Warry,  Esq. 
in  the  Union  of  Bridgwater,  is  not  there  ?  — __ 

I  think  there  is  in  the  Town  of  Bridgwater. 

That  has  annoyed  you  ? 

That  has  led  to  Attacks  on  roe. 

You  say  there  is  a  Feeling  against  the  Administration  of  the  Poor  Law ;  is 
that  amongst  the  Poor,  or  is  it  amongst  a  higher  Class  of  Persons  ? 
It  is  among  the  higher  Class  of  Persons,  not  among  the  Poor. 

You  see  a  good  deal  of  the  Poor  in  the  Neighbourhood,  do  you  not  ? 
Yes,  I  do;  I  employ  a  good  Number. 

Do  you  think  there  is  any  Discontent  with  the  working  of  the  Poor  Law 
^  among  those  on  whom  it  generally  operates  ? 

I  do  not ;  I  think  they  are  quite  as  well  satisfied  and  quite  as  contented, 
and  that  they  are  better  off. 

Do  you  mean  that  the  Poor  are  more  contented  ? 

I  am  sure  they  are  quite  as  well  contented ;  I  am  sure  they  are  belter  off  in 
many  Instances,  and  that  they  are  better  satisfied,  for  they  get  the  whole  of 
their  Relief  now. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  they  did  not  get  the  whole  of  their  Relief  before  ? 
They  used  to  anticipate  their  Relief;  they  would  go  and  get  Credit  at  the 
Shop,  and  they  did  not  get  so  much  for  their  Money. 

You  do  not  mean  that  the  Person  who  had  the  paying  of  them  abstracted  any 
Part  of  the  Money  ? 

No. 

Did  the  Person  who  paid  the  Poor  keep  a  Shop,  and  make  them  deal  with 
him? 

I  have  heard,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  the  Fact,  that  the  Overseer  who  paid 
the  Poor  sometimes  paid  them  at  a  Huckster's  Shop. 

Not  at  his  own  Shop  ? 
No. 

Have  you  ever  known  an  Instance  where  the  Overseer  paid  them  at  his  own 
Shop  ? 
No ;  I  have  not  known  an  Instance  of  that. 

You  do  not  mean  to  say  the  Overseer  under  the  old  Law  abstracted  a  Part, 
and  put  it  into  his  own  Pocket? 

No. 

Do  not  you  think  the  Poor  have  a  very  great  Objection  to  being  sent  into 
the  Workhouse  ? 

They  have  an  Objection. 

Generally,  whether  well  founded  or  not  ? 

I  think  there  is  a  general  Objection  to  the  Workhouse. 

Is  it  the  able-bodied  who  object,  or  the  Poor  generally  ? 
I  think  those  Persons  object  who  are,  if  I  may  use  the  Expression,  Candi- 
dates  for  the  Poorhouse, — likely  to  be  sent  there. 

Old  Persons  ? 
Yes. 

They  are  most  interested  in  inquiring  into  it  ? 
Yes. 

And  those  who  inquire  into  it  most  object  to  it ;  is  that  what  you  mean  to 
say? 

Some  do,  and  some  do  not;  some  dislike  it,  and  some  approve  of  the 
Workhouse. 

The  old  Persons  probably  accept;  but  do  not  those  who  have  large  Families 
and  are  not  able  to  maintain  them  object  to  it  ? 
They  object  to  it. 
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G.  Warry,  Esq.        Yoli  alluded  to  another  Class  of  Persons  who  object,  Persons  in  a  superior 

Situation  of  Life  ? 

Yes ;  I  think,  generally  speaking,  in  Bridgwater  the  higher  Class  of  Persons 
have  been  rather  against  the  new  Poor  Law, 

What  Class  of  Persons  do  you  mean  ? 
The  Gentry. 

Do  the  Gentry  of  Bridgwater  generally  object  to  the  new  Poor  Law? 
I  think  that  is  the  prevailing  Feeling. 

With  respect  to  the  different  Classes  of  Paupers,  are  you  in  the  habit  of 
enforcing  very  rigorously  the  sending  the  old  People  into  the  Workhouse  by 
refusing  Relief  out  of  the  House  ? 

Certainly  not ;  we  never  wish  to  send  an  infirm  Person  into  the  House,  if 
he  is  better  off  out,  and  if  he  has  Friends  and  Relations  to  take  care  of  him 
out  of  it. 

Had  they  not  a  greater  Objection  to  being  sent  into  the  Workhouse  in  the 
latter  End  of  18S6  and  the  Beginning  of  1837  than  you  ever  heard  at  any 
other  Time? 

I  cannot  speak  with  any  Certainty  to  that. 

Has  there  been  a  greater  Indisposition  to  go  into  the  Workhouse  since  the 
Publication  of  Mr.  Bowen*s  Pamphlet  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  one  Way  or  another. 

You  state  that  it  was  not  the  Practice  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  to  be  very 
strict  in  refusing  Out-door  Relief  to  the  old  and  infirm  ? 

We  never  do  where  we  think  they  will  be  more  comfortable  out  than  in. 

The  Objection  to  which  you  allude  will  not  apply  to  that  Case  ? 
No. 

The  Objections  felt  by  the  Poor  are  principally  by  those  Classes  who  are 
neither  old  nor  infirm  ? 

Yes. 

You  remember,  of  course,  the  Time  when  Mr.  Ward  was  elected  the  Medical 
Officer  of  the  Bridgwater  District  and  the  Workhouse  the  first  Year  ? 

Yes. 

He  made  his  Appearance  at  the  Board  ? 
He  did. 

He  produced  his  Testimonials  himself? 
He  did. 

Did  you  at  that  Time  see  a  Card  of  his,  that  appears  in  the  Letter  Book  of 
the  Board,  dated  at  Newcastle? 

I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  of  the  Sort. 

Do  not  you  remember  his  stating  himself  to  have  been  in  several  Situations 
in  London  ? 
Yes ;  I  have  an  Impression  upon  my  Mind  that  that  was  so. 

Assistant  Surgeon  at  one  Place,  and  Consulting  Surgeon  at  another,  and  so 
forth? 

Yes. 

Did  you  make  Inquiries  of  him  respecting  those  Matters? 
No,  I  think  not}  we  took  for  granted  that  his  Certificates  and  Testimonials 
were  correct 

Did  you  make  any  Inquiry  as  to  his  Character  and  Conduct  at  any  previous 
Time  of  his  Life  ? 
No. 

Did  you  send  down  to  Newcastle  to  inquire  about  him  ? 
No ;  we  had  no  Time. 

He  was  in  point  of  fact  chosen  upon  the  Goodness  of  his  Testimonials  only, 
without  any  Inquiry  into  any  of  those  Circumstances? 
Yes. 

Why 
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Why  did  not  you  think  it  worth  while  to  inquire  at  Newcastle  and  other 
Places  where  he  stated  he  had  been  practising  as  Surgeon  ? 

We  had  not  Time  to  do  that  j  the  Day  was  fixed,  the  4th  of  July,  for  filling 
up  the  Appointment,  and  we  could  not  delay  the  Appointment  any  longer. 

Why  could  not  you  delay'  the  Appointment  a  Week  to  make  the  Inquiry 
into  the  Conduct  of  any  Person  who  might  be  a  Candidate? 

The  Medical  Men  were  going  on  attending  to  the  poor  Persons  as  private 
Patients  j  the  Board  were  given  to  understand  that  their  Bills  were  swelling 
very  rapidly,  and  were  anxious  to  stop  it. 

If  you  had  had  Time,  should  you  have  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
Inquiries  respecting  the  private  Character  of  a  Gentleman  who  produced 
Testimonials  that  were  satisfactory  ? 

We  should  not  have  thought  it  necessary. 

Has  it  happened  to  you,  as  a  Governor  or  personally  interested  in  any 
Hospital  or  Infirmary,  or  any  Institution  of  that  Kind,  to  be  present  when 
Surgeons  or  Physicians  were  elected  for  the  Care  of  those  Institutions  ? 

I  do  not  remember  having  been  engaged  in  the  Election  of  Officers  for  any 
Institution  of  that  Kind,  except  at  Bridgwater  Infirmary,  one  of  Mr,  Toogood's 
Sons. 

You  do  not  recollect  to  have  been  engaged  in  the  Election  of  any  Medical 
Oflicer  for  any  Institution  in  London  or  elsewhere  except  that  one  ? 
No. 

Suppose  you  had  to  choose  a  Medical  Person  to  attend  your  Family,  would 
you  not  make  some  Inquiry  not  only  as  to  his  Skill,  but  also  as  to  his  Conduct 
in  Life,  and  as  to  the  Truth  of  the  Facts  which  he  stated  ? 

In  selecting  a  Medical  Officer  for  my  own  Family  I  should  be  inclined 
certainly  to  make  Inquiries  regarding  him. 

Do  not  you  think  that  in  a  Case  where  a  new  Person  was  to  be  introduced 
as  a  Medical  Officer  in  a  Union  Inquiries  should  be  made  as  to  the  Truth  of 
the  Account  he  gave  of  himself  ? 

I  think  the  Cases  are  completely  different ;  a  Medical  Man's  private  Cha- 
racter introduced  into  a  Gentleman's  Family  would  have  more  Ffiect  than 
where  a  Man  was  to  enter  a  public  Situation. 

Do  you  not  think  that  it  is  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  previous  Condiict 
of  a  Person  who  applies  for  a  public  Situation  of  that  Kind  ? 

It  would  be  desirable  to  do  so,  if  there  was  Time ;  but  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians had  had  on  the  Establishment  Medical  Men  whose  private  Characters 
perhaps  were  not  the  most  estimable. 

Would  not  that  have  been  a  very  good  Reason  for  requiring  more  Strict- 
ness? 

We  had  not  a  large  Number  of  Medical  Men  to  make  the  Selection  from. 

Were  not  there  other  Persons  in  Bridgwater  not  employed  as  Medical 
Men? 
Yes. 

There  was  another  Candidate  ? 

Yes  J  but  Mr. Ward's  Testimonials  were  most  satisfactory. 

In  that  Case  the  other  Candidate  was  known  to  every  body? 

Yes  J  but  Mr.  King  had  previously  to  the  Election  stated  that  he  was  under 
an  Fngagement  not  to  hold  Intercourse  with  Two  of  the  Officers  who  had 
been  previously  elected,  and  I  believe  that  went  very  much  against  his 
Election. 

You  are  understood  to  say  that  if  you  had  had  Time  you  would  have  thought 
it  right  to  make  further  Inquiry  respecting  Mr.  Ward  ? 

Probably  we  might ;  if  Mr.  Ward  had  attended  a  Week  before  the  Day  of 
Election,  then  most  likely  some  Inquiry  would  have  been  instituted  as  to 
what  his  Character  was. 
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G.  Warty,  E»q.        Are  you  to  be  understood  to  say  that  you  think  when  you  elect  a  Person  to 
'■  a  public  Office  of  that  Kind  you  have  any  thing  to  do  but  to  inquire  respecting 

his  professional  Skill  ? 

That  is  the  great  Point  to  inquire  into,  certainly. 

He  was  not  an  Inmate  in  the  House  ? 
No. 

He  was  not  admitted  to  private  Intercourse  with  any  Person  in  the  House? 

No. 

Is  it  your  Opinion  that  no  Person  should  be  introduced  into  the  Attendance 
upon  the  Poor  of  any  District  without  some  Inquiry  being  made  as  to  the 
private  Character  of  that  Person  ? 

If  we  had  Time  to  make  personal  Inquiry  it  would  be  better  to  do  so ;  but 
under  the  Circumstances  we  could  not 

Were  you  present  at  the  Time  of  Mr.  Ward*s  Re-election  ? 
I  was. 

Was  there  any  thing  then  said  upon  the  Subject  of  any  Part  of  his  previous 
Life? 
I  do  not  remember  that  there  was  a  Syllable  said  about  it« 

There  was  no  Discussion  ? 
No. 

There  was  a  Contest  ? 

Yes. 

And  a  pretty  narrow  Contest  ? 
Yes. 

Who  was  the  other  Candidate  upon  that  Occasion  ? 
Mr.  King. 

Did  the  Opponents  of  Mr.  Ward  at  that  Time  state  any  thing  with  respect 
to  his  private  Character  as  a  Reason  for  his  not  being  re-elected.^ 
I  believe  nothing  of  the  Kind  was  stated. 

At  that  Time  was  there  any  Question  asked  with  respect  to  Mr.  Ward's 
professional  Character  and  Capacity  as  exhibited  in  his  Conduct  from  the  Time 
of  his  first  Election  ? 

I  think  some  Gentleman  who  supported  Mr.  Ward  challenged  a  Member  of 
the  Board  to  state  any  thing  in  reference  to  Mr.  Ward's  professional  Skill. 

Do  you  know  who  that  was  ? 

I  rather  think  it  was  Mr.  Meade  King. 

.  Mr.  Strangways  was  the  Chairman  ? 
X  es. 

Did  he  put  it  to  the  Board  whether  there  was  any  thing  ? 
I  do  not  remember  his  doing  so. 

Do  you  remember  the  Board  giving  a  Direction  to  Mr.  Ward  to  examine 
Charlotte  Allen  ? 

I  remember  Three  or  Four  of  the  Guardians  doing  it ;  I  do  not  think  it  was 
done  at  the  Board. 

Did  you  ever  see  his  Report  ? 
Yes  ;  the  Report  of  his  first  Visit 

Did  he  give  Two  Reports  ? 

I  think  there  were  Two  Statements. 

Had  you  at  the  Time  of  his  second  Election  he^rd  of  Charlotte  Allen  having 
been  examined  by  Mr.  Standert  of  Taunton  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Standert  of  Taunton  ? 

I  do  J  I  have  no  personal  Acquaintance  with  him. 

Do 
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Do  you  know  hb  professional  Character  ?  o.  Warrf,  E$q. 

I  do  J  I  understand  it  stands  high,  ■' 

It  stands  very  high,  does  not  it? 
Yes. 

Is  there  any  Person  of  higher  professional  Character  in  that  Part  of  the 
Country  than  Mr.  Standert? 
I  do  not  think  that  there  is. 

Do  not  you  think  that  it  is  necessary  to  examine  into  a  Man's  moral  Cha- 
racter before  you  deliver  over  a  Poor  District  into  his  Care  ? 

I  think  not;  if  we  knew  his  moral  Character  was  bad  that  would  be  an 
Objection  to  him. 

Was  Mr.  Ward  known  to  any  one  in  Bridgwater  ? 
I  do  not  think  he  was. 

You  elected  him  merely  on  looking  at  his  Testimonials,  without  inquiring 
into  the  Truth  of  them,  without  knowing  whether  he  was  a  respectable  Person, 
and  when  you  had  another  Candidate^  a  Gentleman  in  Bridgwater,  whom  you 
did  know  ? 

We  elected  him  because  he  brought  his  Testimonials }  which  Documents, 
according  to  Law,  proved  themselves ;  they  were  Documents  from  the  Apothe- 
caries  Company,  and  so  on. 

You  know  in  a  Court  of  Justice  they  would  not  prove  themselves ;  they 
would  require  the  Handwriting  to  be  {^oved ;  but  you  had  no  Suspicion  of 
them? 

No. 

In  Cases  of  Elections  of  Physicians  and  Apothecaries  are  they  not  Persons 
who  live  in  the  Neighbourhood,  and  whose  Characters  are  personally  known  ? 
Generally  that  is  the  Case. 

This,  therefore,  was  an  Exception  from  the  general  Rule,  this  Man  coming 
from  a  Distance  of  400  Miles,  and  being  perfectly  unknown  to  you  ? 

We  had  advertised  for  Strangers,  the  People  of  the  Neighbourhood  not 
coming  forward ;  we  had  previously  advertised  for  the  People  of  the  Neigh- 
bourhood by  Handbills,  but  had  not  been  able  to  procure  the  Attendance 
required. 

Under  the  Circumstances  you  did  not  feel  it  necessary  to  make  Inquiry  as 
to  his  Medical  Skill  or  personal  Character  ? 

His  Testimonials  were  such  as  to  justify  our  considering  that  his  Skill  was 
quite  sufficient  for  Attention  to  the  Poor. 

Would  you  have  elected  any  Person,  whoever  he  was,  because  he  brought 
Testimonials? 

If  a  Gentleman  had  come,  producing  to  us  Testimonials  of  his  Qualifi- 
cations,  if  we  were  satisfied  those  Testimonials  were  genuine,  we  should  elect 
him. 

Would  not  a  Person  the  most  exceptionable  be  likely  to  produce  apparently 
the  first  Testimonials ;  a  Man  who  did  not  care  how  he  got  them  ? 
That  was  a  Suspicion  that  did  not  enter  into  our  Minds  at  the  Time. 

Many  of  tliose  Testimonials  are  printed  on  engraved  Papers  from  difierent 
Colleges,  are  they  not  ? 
Yes. 

It  would  not  have  been  very  easy  for  any  Person  to  have  possessed  himself 
of  those  unless  he  had  been  really  the  Person  he  represented  himself  to  be  ? 
No. 

Therefore  the  Forgery  of  the  Testimonials  would  only  apply  to  the  Letters 
from  different  Persons  practising  in  the  Profession  ? 
Just  so. 

The  Testimonials  were  quite  as  good  as  any  of  those  produced  to  you  by  the 
Medical  Men  resident  in  Bridgwater,  were  tbey  not  ? 
Yes,  they  were. 
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G.  wanyy  Esq.        Did  you  call  upou  them  for  their  T««tiWPPid>  WlWP  ym  ejected  them  the 

first  Year  ? 

Yes. 

You  had  personal  Knowledge  of  them? 
Yes,  certainly. 

Did  you  not  know  that  they  were  Persons  who.  wowJd  produce  none  but 
genuine  Testimonials? 
Certainly. 

You  could  not  bare  any  Secimty  aa  to  a  perfect  Stranger  that  he  woaU 
produce  none  but  genuine  Testimonials  7 
No  i  but  we  saw  nothing  to  suspect  in  them. 

Would  it  not  have  been  more  desirable  to  have  taken  a  Week  or  Two  to 
make  Inquiry  as  to  his  Testimonials  before  you  elected  him? 

Under  the  Circumstances  I  do  not  think  the  Board  would  hav^  consented  to 
that ;  Three  Weeks  had  elapsed,  and  we  knew  th^t  heavy  Bills  wer^  ruDning 
up,  and  that  the  Expenses  of  the  Union  would  be  very  great^  and  we  were 
anxious  to  stop  them  as  soon  as  we  possibly  could. 

Economy  was  your  great  Object  in  the  Appointment? 
Economy  was  a  Part  of  the  Consideration. 

You  say  you  would  not  have  taken  him  into  your  own  Family  without 
inquiring  further? 

I  think  in  a  Case  of  Necessity  I  should  have  no  Objection^  without  farther 
Inquiry. 

Would  you  have  admitted  him  as  your  r^ular  Family  Attendant  on  bis 
producing  such  Testimonials  as  those  ? 
If  I  could  have  got  no  other. 

If  you  could  have  got  others  you  knew  would  yoa  have  taken  him  ? 
Yes  }  if  there  was  any  Objection  to  the  others. 

Is  there  any  Objection  to  Mr.  King  on  the  ScQr»  of  moral  Character  ? 
Not  that  I  know  o£ 

Was  not  your  personal.  Knowledge  ct  one  of  the  Gendemen  whom  you  bad 
elected  on  a  former  Occasion  rather  against  him  than  in  his  Favour  ? 
I  should  certainly  not  have  taken  him  fr^m  my  Knowledge  of  him. 

Was  not  that  known  to  the  Board  of  Onardians  ? 
Yes. 

Was  there  any  one  of  the  Guardians  who  attended  who  entertained  the 
remotest  Suspicion  of  Mr.  Ward's  Testimonials  ? 
I  believe  not.  ' 

Was  the  Subject  ever  mentioned  ? 
No. 

Had  you  any  Reason  to  doubt  that  those  Testimonials  were  genuine  ? 
I  had  not  the  slightest  Ground  to  believe  theqi  fictiti9us. 

There  was  no  reasonable  Doubt  of  the  Genuineness  of  the  Testimonials 
produced  by  that  Individual  ? 
I  had  no  Doubt  of  the  Fact 

When  you  speak  of  printed  Testimonials  from  Hospitals  and  so  forth,  thw 
were  a  considerable  Time  back  ? 
Yes. 

Supposing  the  Person  to  be  well  qualified  as  a  Surgeon  or  an  Apothecarj,  as 
would  appear  from  those  Documents,  they  having  been  dated  some  Time  back, 
was  not  It  a  little  worth  while  to  inquire  into  his  Character  and  the  Circuai- 
stances  of  his  Life  in  the  intervening  Time  ? 

As  I  stated  before,  they  were  so  anxious  to  make  up  the  Appointment  this 
Point  was  never  thought  of  for  a  Moment. 

Medical 
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Medical  Men  do  oecaSionally  eoroe  down  fVotn  London  \Vho  h&ve  gone  there     o.  Wany,  Esq. 
for  Education,  and  set  up  in  Country  Towns  without  undergoing  so  rigorous       ■■'     ■ 
an  Investigation  on  the  rart  of  the  Medical  Men  in  the  Neighbourhood,  or 
those  among  whom  their  Practice  may  lieP 

Yes.  We  have  since  elected  a  Gentleman  of  the  Name  of  Hoylaild,  who 
came  down ;  he  produced  Testimonials  of  high  Character }  we  took  them  as 
Guarantees  of  his  Kespectability. 

Did  you  never  ask  that  Gentleman  where  he  had  practised  ? 
Yesr  Mr.  Ward  told  us  also  that  he  had  practised  in  London  before  hei  went 
to  Newcastle. 

Did  yotf  ask  him  wbether  he  had  practiced  at  Ifewcastle? 

I  thmk  he  staMd  that  be  bad  been  only  a  abort  Time  at  Newcastle. 

Did  you  ask  whether  he  bad  practised  at  Newcastle  ? 
I  think  not. 

Did  you  ask  Mr.  Hoyland  where  he  had  practised  ? 

I  think  he  stated  that  he  had  practised  in  the  Blackfriars  Road. 

Did  you  inquire  as  to  Mr.  Moseley  where  he  bad  practised  ? 
I  think  be  was  known  to  Mr.  Weale. 

All  those  Gentlemen  appeared  before  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
Y«. 

How  many  Guardians  were  present? 
A  great  many. 

They  bad  to  satisfy  all  the  Questions  which  the  personal  Curiosity  of  all 
those  Uuardians  might  lead  any  individual  Guardian  to  put  to  them  ? 
Yes,  certainly. 

It  is  not  only  the  Chairman  who  makes  those  Inquiries  ? 
No ;  any  individual  Guardian. 

Those  Inquiries  were  freely  made  ? 
Yes. 

It  appears  that  Forty^two  Members  were  present  when  Mr.  Ward  was  first 
elected  ? 

I  remember  that  there  was  a  very  large  Board. 

Do  you  remember  the  Numbers  of  the  Division  on  the  first  Occasion? 
I  do  not. 

You  remember  the  Numbers  on  the  last  Occasion  ? 
Nineteen  to  Twenty-two  or  Twenty-three. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Letter  of  the  2d  of  June  ? 
I  do. 

You  recollect  another  Letter  of  the  6th  of  June  ? 
Yes. 

Was  not  the  Gravamen  oif  the  Insult  supposed  to  be  offered  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  to  the  Medical  Men»  as  expressed  in  their  Letter  of  the  6th  of  June, 
their  having  received  no  Answer  to  the  Letter  of  the  Sd  of  June  ? 

Yes ;  so  it  is  stated  in  the  Letter. 

Who  was  the  first  Person  who  signed  the  Letter  of  the  6th  of  June  ? 
Mr.  Baruch  Toogood. 

Had  you  between  the  2d  of  June  and  the  6th  of  June  any  Intercourse  at  all 
with  any  of  those  Gentlemen  ? 

Yes;  on  the  4th  of  June,  the  Sunday,  in  the  Afternoon,  after  Dinner,  when 
I  was  sitting  with  my  Wife  and  Children  in  the  Dining  Room,  Mr.  Baruch 
Toogood  came  to  my  House  to  visit  one  of  my  Children  who  had  the  Measles  j 
he  put  up  bis  Horse  in  the  Stable,  and  came  in,  I  think,  without  the  Servant  i 

announcing  him,  being  on  Terms  of  Intimacy  with  my  Family.  I  asked  him  to 
take  a  Glass  of  Wine,  and  said,  **  Now  drink  my  Health  ^  it  is  my  Birthday.'' 
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G.  fVany,  Eiq.        On  that  Occasimi'did  there  appear  to  be  any  Feelii^  of  Anioiaeity  between 
— —       you? 

Not  the  least ;  I  treated  him  with  every  Degree  of  Kindness  and  Courtesy. 

Are  you  connected  with  the  Family  of  the  Toogoods  ? 
I  am  connected  with  the  Family  by  Marriage. 

They  are  a  very  respectable  Family  ? 
Certainly. 

Is  it  the  Practice  of  your  Board  to  require  always  the  Attendance  of  the 
Paupers  who  apply  for  Relief  ? 

At  the  Commencement  of  the  Board  I  think  we  required  generally  the  At- 
tendance of  all  the  Applicants  for  Relief,  but  very  soon  afler  the  working  of 
the  Bill  we  found  it  was  unnecessar}'  for  the  old  Pec^le  to  come  to  us ;  there- 
fore we  gave  Instructions  to  the  Relieving  Officer  never  to  require  any  Persons 
applying  for  Relief  to  come  but  those  whose  Character  and  Circumstances 
were  suspicious. 

In  point  of  fact  only  those  Persons  whose  Characters  are  suspicious  are 
expected  to  attend  ? 
Just  so. 

Suppose  there  is  a  Case  of  which  the  Relieving  Officer  has  no  Doubt  that 
it  is  a  proper  Case  for  Relief ;  are  you  content  with  bis  Report^  unless  something 
arises  to  excite  Suspicion,  without  requiring  the  Attendance  of  the  Pauper  ? 

Yes ;  we  should  be. 

Do  you  remember  the  Wife  of  a  Person  who  worked  for  Mr.  Bouverie  at 
Canniugton  coming  and  applying  for  Relief  when  he  was  sick  ? 
I  do  not  remember  such  a  Case. 

It  is  stated  that  the  Man  was  prevented  in  consequence  of  Illness  from  being 
able  to  come;  should  you  in  sucn  a  Case  remonstrate  strongly  with  the  Woman 
for  comings  and  not  her  Husband  ? 

If  the  Husband  were  ill  I  should  not  remonstrate  with  the  Wife  for  the 
Husband  not  coming. 

The  Statement  is,  that  the  Wife  came,  and  that  you  repeatedly  said,  '^  Why 
did  not  your  Husband  come  ?"  and  found  great  Fault  with  her  Husband  not 
coming  ? 

I  have  no  Recollection  of  such  a  Case ;  if  the  Husband  was  able  to  come,  be 
ought  to  come,  most  undoubtedly ;  but  I  should  be  regulated  by  the  Answers 
of  the  Relieving  Officer  and  the  Guardian  of  the  Parish. 

Where  a  Man  is  in  Work  but  wants  Relief  for  some  Reason,  and  he  would 
lose  a  Day's  Work  if  he  came,  do  you  object  to  the  Wife  coming  ? 
I  think  the  Husband  ought  to  come  then. 

Though  he  lost  a  Day's  Work  ? 

X  es. 

You  think  that  Mn  Bowen  has  stated  it  correctly,  that  you  did  require  the 
Husband  to  come  ? 
The  Relief  is  given  to  the  Husband,  and  he  ought  to  apply  for  it. 

And  to  lose  a  Day's  Work  in  applying  for  it  ? 
Yes,  if  necessary. 

And  that  may  be  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Board  in  apportioning  the 
Relief? 

Yes.  I  recollect  a  Case  in  Bridgwater,  where  a  Man's  Wife  applied  for 
Relief,  stating  that  he  was  out  of  Work  :  "  Where  is  your  Husband?" — ^^**He 
has  got  a  Job  this  Day ;  he  has  gone  down  the  River."  1  stated  then,  "ITie 
Cause  of  your  coming  here  is  removed ;  he  is  in  Work  ;  he  ought  to  come 
himself." 

Do  you  recollect  the  Case  of  a  Man  coming  from  a  considerable  Distance 
with  a  broken  Arm  ? 
No,  I  do  noU 
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It  is  the  Practice  geoeraUy  to  require  the  Head  of  the  Family  to  attend  ?  6.  fVarry.Etq, 

It  is  not  improbable  that  you  did  say  to  the  Wife  that  her  Husband  ought 
to  have  come  ? 

If  I  saw  from  the  Circumstances  that  he  ought  to  come  I  should  say  .so ;  if 
he  was  unwell  I  should  not  say  so. 

If  he  was  well  enough  to  work  ? 
Then  I  think  be  should  have  come« 

The  Statement  is,  that  he  was  well  enough  to  come  but  that  he  was  not  well 
enough  to  work  ? 

Then  the  Probability  is,  that  I  should  state  that  he  ought  to  come  to  the 
Board,  that  we  might  see  what  his  State  and  Condition  was. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


The  Reverend  SAMUEL  STARKE Y  is  called  in,  and  further  examined        Rev.  s.  stwkey. 

as  follows :  . 

IS  there  any  Part  of  your  Evidence  on  which  you  wish  to  observe  ? 

A  Noble  Lord  asked  me  a  Question  :  **  Were  you  regular  in  your  Atten- 
dance at  the  Workhouse  ?"  I  said  "  Yes  ;  every  Day,  except  One,**  referring  to 
the  Board  Days  ;  because  immediately  after  the  Noble  Lord  asked  me  whether 
I  was  in  Bridgwater  Two  Days  in  the  Week,  and  I  said  I  was  only  in 
Bridgwater  One  Day  in  the  Week.  From  this  Answer  it  may  appear  that  I 
was  there  every  Day.  All  I  mean  to  say  is,  that  I  was  there  every  Board  Day, 
not  every  Day. 

Did  you  visit  the  Workhouse  during  the  Winter  One  Day  in  every  Week  ?  . 
Yes. 

And  you  never  heard  of  Infection,  or  were  cautioned  against  it  ? 
No. 

Do  you  remember  how  many  Days  you  met  Mr.  King,  and  went  over  the 
House  with  him  ? 

No,  I  do  not ;  but  he  was  generally  in  the  lower  Room  j  whether  he  went 
over  the  House  with  me  frequently,  I  cannot  say  j  he  did  on  some  Occasions. 

You  were'a  pretty  constant  Attendant  at  the  Board  from  the  Time  of  your 
Election  ? 
I  was. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Baker  frequently  applying  to  the  Board  for  an 
Alteration  of  the  Dietary  ? 

I  know  Mr.  Baker  had  some  Conversations,  but  whether  they  were  frequent 
I  cannot  say. 

Do  you  mean  Conversation  addressed  to  the  Chairman,  or  addressed  to  other 
Guardians  ? 

I  think  Conversations  addressed  generally  to  the  Board. 

What  was  the  Nature  of  those  Conversations? 

He  spoke,  I  think,  of  the  Visiting  Book  when  he  was  Visitor. 

What  was  the  Purport  of  those  Conversations  ? 
I  really  cannot  state. 

Was  it  an  Application  that  the  Diet  Table  should  be  changed  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Baker  making  an  Application  that  the  Diet  Table 
should  be  changed ;  I  have  heard  him  speak  on  the  Diet  Table,  but  I  never 
heard  him  make  an  Application  in  a  regular  Way  for  a  Change ;  there  was 
nothing  laid  before  the  Board  that  we  could  take  up. 

What  did  he  say? 

Really  I  cannot  recollect ;  I  did  not  think  at  the  Time  that  the  Conversation 
he  was  addressing  to  us  was  meant  to  go  further  than  merely  talking* 
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RiP.  s.  stmrkqf.        Was  it  dnmpproviDg  of  the  Diet  Tabte  tbmt  tutd  been  ertaUiliied  ? 

1  really  cannot  tax  my  Memory  whether  he  was  disi^>proving  of  the  Diet, 

or  only  telling  as  that  the  House  was  too  fulU 

He  did  on  some  OccasionB  state  that  the  House  was  too  full  ? 
Yes. 

And  he  requested  that  no  other  Persons  should  be  admitted  into  the  House, 
did  he  not? 

No ;  not  directly  that  no  other  Person  should  be  admitted,  but  timt  we  sbdnld 
send  no  more  in  than  we  could  help ;  we  never  had  an  Intention  that  mere 
should  be  sent« 

After  he  requested  you  would  hold  your  Hand,  and  ^nd  hi  no  fitore  than 
was  necessary,  did  the  Board  of  Guardiaoi  comply  with  tkafc  WiA  ? 

Certainly ;  I  knew  the  Number  on  the  Books,  and  that  was  always  my 
Guide. 

It  was  always  put  to  the  Board,  when  a  Pauper  applied  for  Relief,  and  dis- 
cussed, what  Relief  should  be  given;  whether  he  should  be  relieved  out  of  the 
House  or  sent  into  the  House  ? 

Yes  i  that  is  the  usual  Practice* 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  ever  objecting  to  any  JRefionB  being  sent 
into  the  House  when  any  Gtiardian  proposed  he  siHwdd  be  stot  iato  the 
House? 

No ;  I  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Baker  making  any  Objection  on  any  Paupw 
being  ordered  into  the  House* 

Do  you  think  you  should  have  recollected  that  if  he  had  P 
Yes }  for  I  think  it  would  affect  our  Decision. 

Was  not  the  House  fuller  at  the  £nd  of  the  Year  than  it  was  at  the  B^mnng 
of  the  Year? 
Not  that  I  recollect 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw* 

R.  K.M.  King,  Esq.  RICHARD  KING  MEADE  KING  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  further  examined 

as  follows : 

WAS  there  ever  a  Question  raised  before  the  Board  about  the  Height  f^&e 
Windows  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

Yes;  there  was  a  Letter  from  Mr.  Bowen  read  upon  the  Subject ;  I  do  Hot 
remember  that  any  Motion  was  made  upon  the  Subject;  inde^  I  think 
not. 

Did  not  Mr.  Baker  stir  that  Question? 
I  never  heard  that  he  did. 

Did  not  he  come  forward  before  the  Board,  and  undertake  that  he  would 
negotiate  with  Wainwright,  the  Builder,  that  he  would  not  take  Advantage  of 
the  Contract  being  broken  if  the  Windows  were  altered  ? 

I  recollect  no  Circumstance  of  the  Kind;  it  may  have  occurred,  but  I  recol- 
lect nothing  about  it,  except  a  Letter  heiust  read  from  Mr.  Bowen  on  the 
Subject,  and  some  Discussion  having  taken  pUce ;  but  no  Motion,  I  think,  was 
proposed. 

What  was  the  Nature  of  that  Letter  ? 

That  the  Windows  were  sd  high  that  the  Inmates  could  not  look  out 

What  was  your  Opinion  about  the  Windows? 

The  Opinion  I  had  of  the  Windows  was,  that  it  was  a  foolish  Thing  that  the 
Architect  should  have  made  the  Windows  in  that  Manner.  That  Opinion  I 
have  expressed  to  a  great  many  People ;  and  I  remember  when  this  Letter  was 
read  the  Expression  I  used  was,  that  I  thought  sooner  or  later  they  would  be 
altered,  because  the  Feeling  of  People  out  of  Doors  seemed  so  much  against  it 
The  Reason  I  recollect  using  that  particular  Expression  was,  that  many  Urnes 
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since,  when  I  have  gone  up  to  the  Board  Room^  ii  i^attiiffi  my  Ejm  up  to  die  R.K.M.  Kingy  Esq. 

Windows,  I  have  reproached  myself  with  having  bee^  a  false  Prc^het,  thinking       — 

there  is  now  not  the  least  Chance  of  the  Windows  being  altered. 

From  Xlxperienct  do  you  apprehend  there  is  any  Inconvcliiience  or  r^scontent 
felt  ? 

I  have  not  heard  a  single  Inmate  ever  complain  of  the  Windows ;  And  I 
suppose  they  will  not  be  ever  altered,  for  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any 

llave  you  ever  asked  them  particularly  on  the  Subject? 
No ;  I  do  not  think  I  have  ever  put  the  Question ;  I  did  not  wish  to  create 
PisGooteQt  i»  thm  Mind^ 

Have  you  frequently  gone  round  the  House  ? 
Yes,  often. 

Po  you  speak  to  the  poor  People,  and  ask  as  to  their  Comfort  ? 

I  ask  them  whether  they  are  contented  and  comfortable,  and  whether 
they  have  proper  Attention  paid  to  them ;  and  I  never  heard  any  Complaint 
except  once ;  a  Complaint  was  made  to  me  of  a  Nurse,  who  has  subsequently 
been  dischaiged ;  I  mentioned  that  Complaint  the  following  Board  Day, 
tiuit  somed*  tim  IRaupers  in  the  Siek  Ward  oompiained  to  me  thst  the  Nurse 
was  of  a  yicl&nt  Towpii ;  that,  I  think,  is  the  only  Complaint  I  have  &m 
heard. 

Have  you  ever  said  to  the  People  in  those  Rooms,  "  Have  you  any  thing  to 
complain  of  ?  ** 

Yes  J  I  have  said,  <<  Are  you  comfortable  here,  and  have  you  your  Wants 
attended  to  ?" 

Did  yoti  ever  promise  Mr.  Baker  that  you  would  second  his  Motioa  for 
lowering  the  Windows  ? 

I  have  not  the  slightest  Recollection  of  ever  having  had  Conversation  with 
Mr.  Baker  upon  the  Subject ;  I  may  have  had  Conversation  with  him  upon  the 
Subject ;  if  so,  I  have  no  Doubt  expressed  to  him  the  same  Opinion  which 
I  have  to  other  Persons,  that  I  thought  it  a  foolish  Arrangement  of  the 
Building. 

You  do  not  recollect  having  promised  to  second  his  Motion  ? 
No;  if  I  had  I  should  certainly  have  done  it. 

Did  he  apply  to  you  at  a  subsequent  Time  to  second  his  Motion  ? 
Certainly  not ;  no  Motion  was  made,  or  it  must  have  appeared  in  the  Minute 
Book. 

Do  you  recollect  having  declined  to  second  his  Proposition  because  there 
was  a  rressure  from  without  ? 

I  am  quite  sure  I  never  used  that  Expression ;  it  is  not  at  all  my  Habit  of 
Expression ;  I  never  used  that  Expression,  or  any  thing  like  it ;  I  can  give  that 
a  most  positive  Denial. 

What  is  your  Opinion  now  respecting  the  Windows  ? 
I  think  it  is  a  fo<^8b  Arrangement  of  the  Architect. 

It  gives  an  Appearance  of  greater  Confinement  ? 

I  thought  the  Object  the  Architect  proposed  to  obtain  by  putting  the 
Windows  so  high  was  not  of  so  much  Importance  as  to  make  it  worth  while 
to  sacrifice  some  of  the  Comfort  of  the  Inmates.  The  Object  he  stated  he 
had  in  view  was  that  the  Rooms  might  be  better  ventilated. 

It  was  not  to  prevent  the  Persons  looking  out  ? 
Certainly  not 

It  had  that  Appearance  to  Persons  who  looked  at  the  Building  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  it  had  that  Appearance  to  Persons  who  looked  at  the 
Building,  because  thev  would  not  know  the  Height  of  the  Rooms  i  but  it  had 
that  Appearance  inside. 
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jR.  K.  M.  King,  E$q.      It  had  that  Appearance  inside  ? 
■  Yes. 

That  was  the  Objection  you  felt  to  it  ? 

I  thought  that  considering  the  miserable  Hovels  those  poor  People  live  in 
at  home,  when  you  come  into  a  Room  as  large  as  this  it  was  hardly  worth 
while  to  put  the  Windows  so  near  the  Ceiling  for  the  sake  of  Ventila- 
tion. 

You  thought  that  in  Comparison  with  their  own  Houses  they  would  have 
been  very  well  ventilated  if  the  Windows  had  been  down  to  the  Floor  ? 
Yes,  indeed. 

There  is  no  great  Attraction  in  the  View,  supposing  they  were  able  to 
look  out  ? 

Not  at  all  from  the  lower  Windows ;  from  the  upper  Windows  they  would 
look  over  into  the  Fields. 

You  thought  the  Rooms  would  have  been  more  cheerful  if  they  could  have 
looked  out? 

Yes ;  but  I  have  not  heard  one  Complaint  from  the  Inmates. 

The  Cry  has  been  raised  by  some  Persons,  has  it  not  ? 
I  do  not  think  I  have  heard  any  thing  about  it  since  the  House  has  been 
completed ;  I  do  not  know  that  the  Subject  has  been  mentioned. 

Do  you  live  in  Bridgwater  ? 

No. 

How  far  off? 
Three  Miles. 

These  Questions  have  produced  a  great  Sensation  in  Bridgwater,  have 
they  not  ? 

I  es ;  since  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet. 

This  Subject  has  produced  Dissensions  in  Society  ? 
Yes }  very  great  Dissensions. 

Are  you  a  Guardian  still  ? 
I  am  an  ex  officio  Guardian. 

Are  you  Vice  Chairman  still  ? 
No,  I  am  not. 

Did  you  resign  the  Office  of  Vice  Chairman  ? 

Yes  J  it  was  thought  better  the  Vice  Chairman  should  be  an  elected 
Guardian,  and  I  resigned  it  on  that  Account. 

You  did  not  give  it  up  from  feeling  the  Discomfort  in  which  you  had  been 
placed  by  those  Things  ? 

Certainly  not ;  we  went  on  as  quietly  as  a  Board  could  possibly  go  on  the 
first  Year. 

Do  you  still  continue  to  attend  the  Board  as  much  as  you  did  ? 
Very  nearly. 

You  are  not  prevented  by  any  Discomfort  you  have  felt  ? 
No }  I  have  not  yet. 

Do  you  know  Persons  who  have  been  deterred  by  the  Discomfort  thev  have 
felt?  ^ 

I  have  heard  Persons  say,  and  have  said  myself,  that  if  those  Dissensions 
went  on  I  should  not  like  to  attend. 

Is  it  your  Opinion  that  if  this  Course  of  Things  should  be  suffered  to  go  on 
it  will  be  found  difficult  to  get  respectable  Persons  to  fill  the  Situations  of 
Chairman  and  Vice  Chairman,  and  so  on  ? 

Yes,  it  is. 


Do  you  know  of  its  having  had  that  Effect  already? 
No,  I  do  not. 
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It  is  that  which  it  is  possible  may  occur  ?  '  n.K.  M.  King,  Esq. 

Yes ;  I  do  not  know  who  would  fill  the  Chair,  if  the  Chairman  were  exposed      — — 
to  the  Attacks  our  late  Chairman  has  been ;  I  would  not. 

Mr.  Bowen  has  been  a  great  Exciter  of  Discontent  against  the  Administration 
of  the  new  Poor  Law,  has  he  not  ? 

He  was  the  first ;  we  were  going  on  as  quietly  as  possible  till  Mr.  Bowen^s 
Pamphlet  appeared. 

There  has  been  a  great  Run  at  Mr.  Warry,  more  than  any  one  else,  in  this 
Business,  has  there  not  ? 
Yes;  I  think  there  has;  especially  with  regard  to  the  Medical  Men. 

Were  you  present  on  the  14th  of  April  1837,  when  Mr.  Ruddock  made  a 
Motion  about  substituting  Rice  and  Milk  for  Bread  and  Cheese  ? 
I  am  not  certain  whether  I  was  present. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  making  a  Motion  on  that  Occasion  ? 
I  do  not. 

Do  you  remember  at  what  Time  of  the  Day  you  left  the  Board  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Bowen  making  a  Speech  in  support  of  Mr.  Ruddock's 
Motion  ? 
I  think  I  could  not  have  been  in  the  Room. 

Did  you  generally  leave  early  ? 

I  have  left  generally  at  Three  o'Clock ;  but  I  have  been  there  as  late  as  Seven 
in  the  Evening. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

THOMAS  WITHEY  INMAN  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  examined  ^-  ^^j««««.  Esq. 

as  follows :  — ~"^ — 

YOU  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater 
Union  from  the  Beginning,  have  you  not  ? 
From  the  Beginning  until  last  Lady  Day. 

You  are  not  a  Guardian  now? 
I  am  not. 

Were  you  an  elected  Guardian  or  an  ex  officio  Guardian  ? 
I  was  an  elected  Guardian. 

For  what  Place  ? 
For  Bridgwater. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  of  attending  the  Board  very  constantly  ? 
I  believe,  with  the  Exception  of  Three  or  Four  Days,  during  Two  Years  1 
was  present  every  Time. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  was  J  very  frequently. 

Were  you  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

I  was  a  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee  the  second  Year,  not  the  first. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  Workhouse  the  first  Year,  though  not 
one  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 
.    I  was. 

Were  you  ever  cautioned  against  visiting  the  Workhouse  ?   . 
Never. 

Did  you  oftentimes  see  Mr.  King,  the  Medical  Officer,  there  ? 
I  saw  him  there  frequently. 

What  was  the  Progress  of  the  Disease  in  the  House ;  it  began  to  manifest 
itself  about  what  Period  ? 
May  I  beg  to  ask  what  Disease  is  aUuded  to? 
(151.33.)  7  U  Diarrhoea, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1268    MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 

T.  M\  inmarif  Esq.       Diarrhoea,  more  particularly. 

The  Diarrhoea  began  to  appear  as  the  House  began  to  fill,  but  the  Diarrhoea 

was  a  Disease  very  prevalent  in  the  Town  as  well  as  the  House. 

At  what  Period  was  that  ? 
I  cannot  exactly  say. 

Do  you  recollect  on  the  25th  of  October  1836  a  Letter  coming  from  Mr.  King 
to  the  Board  desiring  that  the  Diet  might  be  altered  with  respect  to  the 
Children  ? 

I  recollect  such  a  Letter  did  come,  but  I  cannot  speak  as  to  the  Date. 

Had  you  for  some  Weeks  before  that  been  frequently  told  by  Mr.  Poole  or 
by  Mr.  King  that  the  Diet  administered  to  the  Children  produced  Illness  among 
them? 

I  remember  having  heard  the  Medical  Men  say  that  they  believed  that  the 
Oatmeal  produced  Illness. 

Diarrhoea? 
Yes. 

Among  the  Children,  or  the  Inmates  generally  ? 

Not  particularly  amongst  the  Children  ;  I  do  not  remember  a  Distinction 
being  made,  but  that  it  produced  Illness. 

When  that  Letter  came  did  the  Board  immediately  comply  with  the  Request 
made  by  that  Letter  ? 

The  Board  complied  with  the  Request,  I  think,  at  its  next  Meeting. 

Do  you  not  recollect  at  the  next  Meeting  a  Letter  coming  from  Mr.  Poole 
stating  that  the  Children  were  now  very  comfortable  in  consequence  of  the 
Change  which  had  taken  place  upon  that  Letter  ? 

I  remember  perfectly  well  a  Letter  coming  something  to  the  Efiect  yovlr 
Lordship  has  stated  j  I  do  not  recollect  the  words  of  the  Letter  j  it  is  a  long 
Time  since. 

Do  you  recollect  the  Date  of  that  Letter  ? 

I  do  not. 

Do  you  believe  that  it  was  not  the  1st  of  November? 

I  cannot  speak  to  the  Date,  but  I  remember  such  a  Letter  was  received. 

There  being  such  a  Letter,  dated  the  1st  of  November,  is  it  not  quite  clear 
that  the  Alteration  took  place  on  the  25th  of  October  ? 

The  Alteration  took  place  the  following  Board  Day,  which  was  of  course  the 
next  Week ;  we  meet  every  Friday. 

The  first  Letter  was  dated  the  25th  of  October  j  the  next  Meeting  would  be 
the  1st  of  November,  and  on  the  1st  of  November  there  is  a  Letter  dated  on 
that  Day,  saying  that  every  thing  which  was  desired  with  respect  to  the  Treat- 
ment of  the  Children  had  taken  place,  and  they  were  doing  very  well  j  does 
not  it  appear  therefore  from  that,  that  the  Alteration  took  place  immediately 
on  the  Receipt  of  the  Letter  on  the  25th  of  October  ? 

I  meant  to  state  that  the  Alteration  took  place  immediately ;  the  Altera- 
tion  took  place,  I  think,  the  following  Week  j  but  I  have  had  no  Documents 
to  refer  to ;  I  am  speaking  from  Recollection  of  that  which  happened  nearly 
Two  Years  ago. 

After  that  Time  did  you  continue  visiting  the  House  ? 
I  constantly  visited  the  House. 

Once  a  Week,  or  oftener  ? 

Generally  Three  or  Four  Times  a  Week. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  of  going  over  the  House  ? 
Constantly. 

Into  the  Sick  Wards  as  well  as  the  others  ? 
Into  all  the  Wards. 

Did  you  ever  find  any  very  ofiensive  Smell  in  the  House  ? 

I  did  ;  and  I  complained  of  it  to  the  Governor  and  to  the  Matron. 

^  To 
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To  what  do  you  attribute  that  offensive  Smell  ?  T.  w.  hman,  E$q. 

It  was  a  very  old  House ;  and  I  complained  that  the  House  was  kept  very      -'' 

wet,  and  I  spoke  to  the  Matron  and  the  Governor  about  it,  and  they  told  me 
that  it  was  in  consequence  of  washing  the  House ;  the  Floor  being  in  a  very 
dilapidated  and  worn-out  State,  that  the  dirty  Water  from  the  washing  went 
down  between  the  Floors,  and  thereby  occasioned  that  nasty  offensive  Smell 
in  the  House. 

Do  you  mean  to  state  that  they  felt  it  necessary  to  wash  the  Floor  very 
frequently  ? 
Yes. 

Why  was  it  necessary  to  wash  the  Floor  so  frequently  ? 
That  I  do  not  know,  I  objected  to  its  being  done  so  often  j  I  said  I  thought 
it  was  likely  to  produce  Illness, 

Did  they  tell  you  that  the  washing  was  necessary  because  the  Children  and 
other  Persons  could  not  retain  their  Faeces? 

No,  not  at  all ;  Gover,  the  Governor,  told  me  one  Day  when  I  attended 
that  there  were  Two  or  Three  dirty  Children  in  the  House  who  dirtied  the 
Floor,  and  I  saw  the  Children,  and  told  them,  to  prevent  their  continuing  to 
do  so,  that  if  they  did  continue  to  do  so,  I  should  have  them  punished ;  of 
course  that  Punishment  with  little  Children  would  be  such  as  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  at  their  Age. 

What  Age  were  they  ? 

Five  or  Six  Years  old,  I  suppose. 

Do  you  suppose  the  washing  was    necessary  in  consequence  of  Disease 
preventing  their  retaining  their  Faeces  ? 
Not  at  all. 

They  were  Children  of  dirty  filthy  Habits  ? 
Yes ;  and  we  know  that  Children  will  sometimes  dp  such  Things. 

Were  you  ever  told  by  Gover  or  Mrs.  Gover,  as  a  Cause  for  this  washing, 
that  it  was  necessary  to  have  so  much  washing  in  consequence  of  Patients  in 
the  Diarrhoea  not  being  able  to  retain  their  Faeces,  and  dropping  them 
about  ? 

Never. 

When  you  complained  of  this  washing,  if  that  had  been  the  Cause  for  it, 
was  not  it  quite  natural  that  he  should  give  you  that  Reason  ? 

When  the  Children  have  dirtied  the  Floor — it  was  not  a  wooden  Floor,  the 
Floor  1  have  been  alluding  to  was  a  Stone  Floor — the  Ground  Floor, — it  was 
not  at  all  the  Cause  of  washing  the  Part  of  the  Floors  where  I  complained  of 
the  Smell. 

What  Sort  of  a  Smell  was  it? 
It  was  a  very  unpleasant  Smell. 

Was  it  the  Smell  like  the  Smell  of  a  Necessary  House? 
No,  not  at  all. 

Rather  a  fusty  close  Smell  ? 

A  nasty  close  unwholesome  Smell,  not  at  all  like  the  Smell  of  a  Necessary 
House. 

Not  the  Result  of  the  Evacuations  of  the  Paupers? 
Not  at  all. 

Did  you  visit  the  House  before  the  Formation  of  the  Union  ? 

Yes }  I  have  been  frequently  in  the  habit  of  visiting  it,  considering  it  my 
Duty,  as  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Town  and  as  Guardian  for  that  District,  to 
be  more  attentive  to  the  Wants  and  Wishes  of  the  Poor  than  a  Guardian  who 
was  not  living  in  the  Town. 

The  Question  has  respect  to  the  Period  of  the  Formation  of  the  Union  j  did 
you  use  to  visit  it  before  that  ? 
Frequently. 

Did  you  find  the  same  Sort  of  Smell  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes. 
(151.SS.)  7  U  2  Did 
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T.  w.  inman\  Esq.       Did  Gover  attend  to  your  Remonstrance,  and  discontinue  washing  the  Floors 

so  often  ? 

I  think  after  that  they  were  not  so  fi-equently  washed* 

You  continued  to  visit  the  House  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  find  many  that  were  ill  and  apparently  suffering  ft*om  Diarrhoea? 
There  were  some. 

Did  you  ever  by  any  Chance  see  People  lying  in  their  Beds  in  their  own 
Ordure? 
Neven 

At  what  Time  of  Day  did  you  generally  visit  ? 

At  all  Times  of  the  Day ;  sometimes  Two  or  Three  Times  a  Day, 

Did  you  ever  visit  it  at  Night  after  they  were  gone  to  Bed  ? 
No. 

You  do  not  know  how  many  People  slept  in  the  same  Bed  ? 
I  do  not. 

Do  you  know  the  Number  of  Beds  there  were  in  the  House  ? 

There  were  some  single  Beds  and  Bedsteads,  and  some  double.  I  think 
there  were  enough  before  the  Formation  of  the  Board ;  and  we  added  to  the 
Furniture,  for  as  soon  as  the  Board  was  formed  there  was  a  considerable 
Quantity  of  Furniture,  that  is,  Beds  and  Bedding,  sent  into  the  House  that 
did  not  belong  to  the  Parish ;  the  Beds  and  Bedding  in  the  House  previously 
belonged  to  the  Parish,  and  not  to  the  Board.  I  think  before  the  Formation 
of  the  Union  there  were  Beds  and  Bedding  for  from  Eighty  to  a  Hundred. 

Do  you  know  the  greatest  Number  that  had  been  in  the  House  previously 
to  that  ? 

I  do  not ;  but  I  believe  upwards  of  Eighty  before  the  Formation  of  the 
Union.  . 

Was  not  it  afterwards  100? 
I  cannot  speak  to  the  Fact. 

The  Board  of  Guardians  rented  the  House  ready-furnished  ? 
They  did  ;  and  gave  50/.  a  Year  for  it 

Do  you  mean  that  there  was  a  Bed  for  each  Person  ? 
There  were  some  single  Beds  and  some  double,  the  single  Beds  being  Half 
the  Width. 

You  do  not  mean  to  say  there  were  from  Eighty  to  a  Hundred  Beds? 
No }  Accommodation  for  that  Number, 

Did  the  Board  of  Guardians  keep  the  old  Bedsteads? 

They  kept  them  till  the  new  House  was  built ;  but  no  Part  of  the  old 
Bedsteads  or  Bedding  was  ever  removed  into  the  new  House  j  they  added  some 
of  their  own  to  those  which  were  in  the  House. 

Do  you  remember  how  many  new  Beds  were  ordered  in  ? 

I  do  not ;  they  were  ordered  in  from  Time  to  Time  as  they  were  wanted. 

•     Had  the  Visiting  Committee  Authority  to  order  in  Beds  as  they  wanted 
them  without  a  previous  Application  to  the  Board  ? 
Yes,  certainly. 

They  did  so  ? 

They  did }  and  other  Furniture  also  as  it  was  wanted. 

On  what  Grounds  did  they  order  in  ;  when  Application  was  made  by  the 
Master  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

When  an  Application  was  made  by  the  Master  of  the  Workhouse  on  the 
Ground  that  there  was  an  Insufficiency  of  Beds  the  Visiting  Committee 
ordered  Beds. 

Did  that  occur  more  than  once  ? 

They  were  not  ordered  all  at  the  same  Time,  but  as  they  were  wanted. 
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Whenever  the  Visiting  Committee  were  applied  to  by  the  Governor  for  more  r.  fv.  inman,  Esq. 

Beds  they  were  ordered  ?  

They  were. 

You  continued  visiting  the  House  Three  or  Four  Times  a  Week  during  the 
whole  Period  you  were  on  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

Yes ;  and  for  the  Two  Years,  I  beg  to  say,  I  did  not  confine  myself  to  Two 
or  Three  Times  ;  sometimes  a  good  deal  oflener,  sometimes  not  so  oflen  ;  but 
generally,  I  should  say.  Three  or  Four  Times  a  Week. 

So  that  you  had  a  distinct  Knowledge  of  the  State  of  the  House  ? 
Yes. 

Were  you  never  informed  during  that  Part  of  18S6  and  1837  that  there 
was  Infection  in  the  House,  and  you  were  subjecting  yourself  to  Danger  if  you 
visited  ? 

I  never  heard  so,  nor  should  I  have  visited  the  House,  having  a  Family  of 
my  own,  if  I  had  thought  so. 

You  never  heard  from  the  Medical  Officer  or  any  other  Person  that  there 
was  Infection  in  the  House,  which  made  it  imprudent  for  you  to  visit  it  ? 
Never. 

Did  you  attend  tlie  Board  of  Guardians? 

Yes ;  with  the  Exception  of  Four  Times ;  once  when  I  was  attending  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  London,  and  once  when  I  was  ill, 
and  twice  when  I  was  absent  from  the  Place. 

What  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  did  you  attend? 
On  a  Drainage  Bill. 

Were  there  frequent  Applications  made  by  Mr.  Baker  for  a  Change  of  the 
Dietary  ? 
No }  1  never  heard  him  make  an  Application. 

Did  you  ever  hear  any  Conversation  between  different  Members  of  the 
Board  about  the  Unwholesomeness  of  the  Dietary,  and  the  Desirableness  of 
altering  it  ? 

I  remember  on  a  Board  Day  being  present  when  there  was  a  Conversation 
respecting  the  Dietary ;  I  think  it  was  towards  the  latter  End  of  the  Day,  when 
our  Labours  had  been  almost  completed ;  we  had  gone  through  the  different 
Poor  Lists,  and  I  remember  perfectly  there  was  a  Conversation  respecting 
the  Dietary. 

Was  that  Conversation  introduced  by  Mr.  Ruddock  ? 
I  rather  think  it  was. 

Seconded  by  Mr.  Bowen  ? 
I  rather  think  it  was. 

Was  that  on  the  14th  of  April  1837? 
It  was  about  that  Period,  I  recollect. 

Previous  to  that  had  frequent  Applications  been  made  to  the  Board,  or 
frequent  Conversations  taken  place  amongst  the  different  Members  of  the 
Board,  on  the  Subject  of  thQ  Dietary  ? 

I  never  heard  any. 

You  are  certain  of  that  ? 

I  am  quite  certain  I  never  heard  any. 

The  Board  is  attended  by  a  large  Number  of  Guardians  ? 
Yes ;  generally  about  Thirty. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  the  Gentlemen  occasionally  got  up  in  Knots,  and 
talked  together  ? 

I  have  often  complained  of  it,  and  felt  the  Effect  of  it,  being  deprived  of  the 
Fire. 

You  called  them  to  Order  ? 
Very  often. 
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T.  w.  inman,  Esq.      Did  you  ever  join  in  those  Conversations  about  the  Fireplace  or  about  the 
— —■—       Room  ? 

I  was  generally  occupied  in  other  Ways. 

You  did  not  hear  Conversations  which  took  place  in  that  Way  ? 
I  did  not. 

Conversations  of  that  Kind  might  have  taken  place  with  respect  to  the 
Dietary,  which  other  Persons  doing  Business  at  the  Board  might  not  be  cognizant 
of? 

Certainly ;  Conversations  may  have  taken  place  about  the  Fireplace  which 
I  did  not  hear ;  I  was  employed  most  frequently  in  taking  one  of  the  Books^ 
and  going  through  the  List  of  the  Poor.  We  were  frequently  obliged  to  divide 
the  Board,  the  Chairman  taking  one  Book,  and  another  Member  of  the  Board 
taking  another,  and  that  Duty  frequently  fell  upon  myself. 

You  applied  yourself  to  the  Business  of  the  Boards  and  did  not  join  in  those 
casual  Conversations  ? 
I  did  not. 

You  are  quite  sure  that  if  a  Suggestion  had  been  made  to  the  Board  by  any 
body  for  a  Change  of  Dietary  you  would  have  heard  it  ? 

I  most  certainly  should ;  and  not  only  have  heard  it,  but  I  should  have 
attended  to  it. 

That  was  a  Thing  to  which  you  were  particularly  alive  ? 
Most  certainly  j  for  the  Protection  of  the  Health  of  the  Poor  and  the  Health 
of  the  Town. 

Were  you  Mayor  of  Bridgwater  at  that  Time  ? 

I  was }  and  I  am  a  Magistrate  of  the  Borough  now. 

You  would  have  thought  it  incumbent  upon  you  in  that  Capacity  to  attend 
to  any  such  Suggestion,  not  only  in  your  Capacity  as  a  Guardian  of  the  Board, 
but  likewise  as  Chief  Magistrate  of  Bridgwater  ? 

I  should. 

And  you  are  quite  sure  then  that  your  Attention  was  never  called  to  any 
thing  of  the  Sort? 
Quite  certain. 

If  your  Attention  was  never  called  to  any  thing  of  the  Sort,  you  are  quite 
sure  that  any  Conversation  or  Suggestion  of  the  Sort  was  not  put  down  by 
Mr.  Warry  as  being  an  irregular  Thing  that  could  not  be  entertained  by  the 
Board  ? 

.  I  never  heard  so ;  I  heard  Mr.  Warry  say  that  the  Board  had  no  Power, 
without  the  Consent  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  to  make  a  general 
Alteration  in  the  Dietary;  but  that  the  Medical  M^n  had  themselves  the 
Power  of  making  what  Alteration  they  thought  proper  with  respect  to  the 
Dietary  of  the  sick  Paupers. 

Upon  what  Occasion  was  that  stated ;  how  came  he  to  say  that  ? 
It  was  in  consequence  of  the  Conversation  of  Mr.  Ruddock. 

You  never  heard  it  before  that  Time  ? 

It  was  more  Subject  of  Conversation  than  of  any  thing  else. 

You  never  heard  it  at  any  other  Time  ? 

No. 

You  being  both  Guardian  of  the  Poor  and  a  Resident  of  Bridgwater,  if  it 
had  come  to  your  Knowledge  in  any  Way  that  it  was  the  Opinion  of  the 
Medical  Officer  that  this  Dietary  had  the  Effect  of  producing  Diarrhoea  and 
an  infectious  Disorder,  should  you  not  have  brought  that  before  the  Board,  in 
order  to  get  the  Dietary  altered,  through  the  Medium  of  an  Application  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  in  Town  ? 

Must  certainly  I  should. 

You  would  have  felt  ityorir  Duty  to  have  done  it? 
Yes,  I  should,  undoubtedly. 
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^nd  in  point  of  fact  such  an  Intimation  never  came  to  your  Knowledge  ?       T.  iv.  inman,  Esq. 
Never.  ^ 

And  you  were  particularly  attentive  to  the  Affairs  of  the  Union  and  the 
State  of  the  Workhouse  during  the  whole  Period  ? 

I  was.  I  have  often  remained  there  from  Ten  o'CIock  in  the  Morning  till 
nearly  Five  o'Clock  in  the  Evening,  when  perhaps  there  were  only  Four  or 
Five  present  Gentlemen  living  in  the  Country  on  dark  Nights  were  anxious 
to  get  away  i  and  it  was  my  Duty  to  stay  there,  as  I  was  living  in  the  Town» 

Have  you  a  clear  Recollection  of  what  passed  upon  this  Conversation  with 
Mr.  Ruddock  ? 

I  have  not  of  the  Conversation  literally ;  I  know  the  Subject. 

Have  you  a  clear  Recollection  of  what  was  said  generally  ? 
Yes ;  of  the  Subject. 

Had  there  been  an  animated  Discussion  that  Day  ? 
Yes ;  we  frequently  had  animated  Discussions. 

Had    there   been   on  that  Day  a  Report  from  the  Building  Committee 
read? 
Yes. 

Had  Mr.  Bowen  taken  a  very  active  Part  in  that  Discussion  ? 
Yes,  he  had. 

What  Part  did  he  take  ? 

I  recollect  Mr.  Bowen  stating  that  if  the  Report  of  the  Building  Committee 
was  not  to  be  taken,  he  should  withdraw  himself  from  that  Committee. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  Report  was  ? 

A  certain  Report  that  was  sent  in ;  I  believe  my  Name  is  to  it ;  I  always 
attended  the  Building  Committee. 

Was  that  Report  adopted  by  the  Board  ? 
It  was  not. 

And  Mr.  Bowen  stated  that  if  the  Board  did  not  adopt  that  Report  he 
would  no  longer  be  on  the  Committee? 
Yes ;  that  he  would  withdraw  himself. 

Afterwards  did  he  say  any  thing  upon  that  Subject  ? 
Yes. 

What  did  he  say  ? 

In  consequence  of  some  Conversation  at  a  later  Period  of  the  Meeting  of  the 
Board  he  said  he  should  not  withdraw  himself  from  the  Committee. 

He  got  cooler  ? 
I  suppose  he  did. 

Did  that  Discussion  take  up  some  Time  ? 
Yes. 

At  what  Time  was  it  that  Mr.  Ruddock  introduced  his  Conversation,  and  in 
what  Way  ? 

It  was  introduced  towards  the  latter  End  of  the  Day,  when  the  Business  of 
the  Board  was  nearly  all  gone  through ;  when  I  speak  of  the  Business  of  the 
Board  I  mean  the  getting  through  the  Pauper  List ;  and  if  my  Recollection 
serves  me,  which  I  think  it  does^  upon  that  Point,  there  were  very  few 
Guardians  present  at  that  Time. 

You  cannot  tell  how  many  ? 
No,  I  cannot. 

As  many  as  Ten  ? 

No. 

As  many  as  Four  or  Five  ? 

Yes }  I  think  about  Four  or  Five. 
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T.  IV.  inman,  Esq.       Was  the  Chairman  in  the  Chair  ? 

Yes ;  he  was  doing  the  ordinary  Business  of  the  Day,  signing  the  different 

Drafts,  and  the  other  Documents  that  he  had  to  sign. 

Are  you  quite  sure  that  he  was  occupied  in  signing  the  different  Checks  at 
that  Time  ? 

I  believe  he  was. 

You  are  not  quite  certain  upon  that  ? 

I  believe  he  was ;  I  know  it  was  at  the  latter  End  of  the  Day,  and  I  know 
the  Poor  had  all  been  examined ;  I  cannot  say  that  at  that  Moment  he  was 
signing  Checks,  but  he  was  writing. 

That  is  the  habitual  Course,  that  the  Clerk  during  the  Progress  of  the  Board 
makes  out  the  Checks,  and  the  Chairman  and  One  or  Two  other  Guardians 
remain  and  sign  the  Checks  at  the  End  of  the  Day  ? 

X  es« 

How  did  Mr.  Ruddock  introduce  his  Observations? 

By  Conversation,  stating  that  there  were  a  considerable  Number  of  People  in 
the  House  who  were  ill,  and  that  he  thought  a  Change  of  Dietary  would  be 
necessary. 

Was  it  the  Practice  of  the  Board  that  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee 
was  delivered  in  to  the  Chairman^  and  read  from  the  Chair  every  Meeting? 
Yes,  it  was. 

Was  this  Conversation  of  Mr.  Ruddock's  introduced  by  the  reading  of  that 
Report  ? 
It  was  introduced  much  later  in  the  Day. 

Are  you  sure  that  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  had  been  read 
earlier  in  the  Day  ? 

I  am  sure  that  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  has  been  invariably 
read  before  the  Examination  of  the  Paupers  ;  I  do  not  think  there  has  been 
any  Exception  ;  the  Visiting  Committee's  Report  has  been  read  always  early 
in  the  Day ;  that  was  the  regular  Course. 

Are  you  quite  sure  that  oh  that  Day,  there  having  been  an  animated  Discus- 
sion in  the  Board  upon  the  Report  of  the  Building  Committee,  that  by  some 
Chance  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee  had  not  been  jead  in  the  usual 
Routine,  and  at  the  usual  Time,  but  had  been  deferred  till  after  the  Pauper 
List  had  been  gone  through  ? 

I  think  I  remember  on  One  or  Two  Occasions  the  Report  of  the  Visiting 
•  Committee  was  neglected  to  be  read  altogether ;  it  was  forgotten ;  but  the 
general  Course  pursued  was  to  read  the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Committee 
shortly  after  the  Chairman  took  his  Seat  at  the  Board. 

Upon  this  Occasion  do  you  think  it  had  been  omitted  ? 
I  cannot  possibly  say  ;  I  have  no  Recollection. 

It  was  rather  a  remarkable  Report ;  it  was  a  Report  suggesting  that  Milk 
and  Rice  should  be  substituted  for  Bread  and  Cheese  ? 
Yes. 

Do  not  you  recollect  whether  or  not  it  had  been  read  earlier  in  the  Day? 
I  do  not  i  I  cannot  undertake  to  say. 

Can  you  recollect  whether  Mr.  Ruddock  introduced  his  Conversation  by 
desiring  that  that  Report  might  be  read  ? 

I  do  not  recollect  that ;  I  recollect  that  there  was  a  Conversation,  and  that 
that  Conversation  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Ruddock  j  but  I  cannot  say  whether 
he  desired  that  the  Report  might  be  read.     * 

What  was  done  upon  that  Conversation  j  did  he  conclude  his  Conversation 
with  a  Motion  ? 
No,  he  did  not. 

When  he  concluded  did  Mr.  Bowen  get  up  and  make  a  Speech  ? 
Yes. 
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Can  you  recollect  whether  any  thing  passed  from  the  Chairman^  and,  if  any    r.  IV.  hman.Esg. 
thing  passed  from  the  Chairman,  what  that  was  ?  ^' 

I  believe  the  Chairman  stated  that  the  Board  had  no  Power  in  themselves 
to  make  an  Alteration  of  the  Dietary  without  an  Application  to  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  in  London ;  I  believe  that  was  the  Subject  of  his  Con- 
versation. 

Was  any  Proposal  made  by  any  Person  that  any  such  Application  should  be 
made  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  ? 
Not  then. 

You  are  sure  of  that  ? 

To  my  Knowledge  not  then. 

You  would  have  known  if  there  had  been  ? 
Yes. 

Was  your  Attention  a  great  deal  directed  to  this  Report  so  introduced  and 
commented  upon  by  Mr.  Ruddock  and  Mr.  Bowen  ? 
Certainly  it  was. 

Did  you  think  it  necessary  that  something  should  be  done  then,  or  did  you 
break  up  from  the  Board  with  an  Understanding  and  Feeling  that  that  Question 
would  be  brought  more  regularly  before  the  Board  at  the  following  Meeting  ? 

At  the  next  Meeting  I  thought  that  an  Application  would  be  made ;  ami  I 
believe  it  was  made ;  at  least  it  was  not  made  then,  but  an  Alteration  took 
place. 

You  left  the  Board  that  Evening  with  the  Understanding  that  although  no 
Step  was  then  taken  upon  the  Application  of  Mr.  Ruddock  and  Mr.  Bowen, 
yet  that  it  wa9  to  be  brought  before  the  Board  on  the  following  Board 
Day? 

Yes. 

Were  you  there  at  the  following  Board  Day  ? 
I  believe  I  was  ;  the  Book  will  show  that. 

In  point  of  fact,  was  it  brought  before  the  Board  on  the  following  Board 
Day? 

An  Alteration  was  ordered  to  be  made  in  the  Dietary  on  the  following  Board 
Day. 

It  appears  from  the  Book  that  you  were  there ;  what  was  the  Resolution  the 
Board  came  to  upon  that  Occasion  ? 

The  Dietary  was  altered  merely  as  a  Trial  before  an  Application  was  made 
to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  in  London. 

Was  there  any  Discussion  upon  that  Occasion,  or  was  it  at  once  agreed  to 
on  the  Part  of  the  Board  ? 
I  do  not  remember  any  particular  Discussion ;  it  was  agreed  to. 

Was  there  any  Division  of  Opinion  upon  that  Subject  ? 

Certainly  not ;  I  never  heard  any  j  certainly  there  was  no  Division  of  the 
Board  taken ;  what  the  Opinion  of  particular  Guardians  might  be  I  cannot 
say ;  it  was  the  unanimous  Feeling  of  the  Board. 

That  the  Change  should  be  made  which  was  suggested  by  the  Medical 
OflBcer  by  way  of  Trial  ? 
Yes. 

How  long  did  that  Trial  go  on  ? 
For  a  Month  or  Five  Weeks. 

Did  that  Trial  appear  to  be  perfectly  successful  at  the  End  of  Five  Weeks? 
TTie  Disease  decreased ;  but  I  am  not  at  all  prepared  to  say  that  it  was  in 
consequence  of  the  AJteration  of  the  Diet ;  I  have  very  great  Doubt  of  that. 

An  Application  was  then  made  to  the  Commissioners  in  Town  to  allow  a 
l^ew  Diet? 
Yes. 
(151.SS.)  7  X  And 
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T.  w.Jnmm^  tisq.       And  tbev  acceded  to  it  ? 
Yes. 

On  the  Part  of  Mr.  Warry,  or  Mr.  Poole,  or  any  other  Person,  was  there 
any  Opposition  to  this  Step  bein^  taken  ? 

Not  at  all  i  it  was  the  general,  and  I  should  say  the  unanimous.  Feeling  of 
the  Board. 

Have  you  any  Doubt  that  if  any  such  Application  had  been  earlier  noade  by 
any  of  the  Medical  Officers,  or  by  the  Visiting  G)mmittee,  it  would  have  been 
received  in  the  same  Spirit,  and  with  the  same  Wish  to  meet  the  Necessities  of 
the  Case? 

I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the  Suggestion  had  been  made  by  the  Medical  Man 
I  would  myself  have  got  up  and  proposed  that  Application  should  be  made  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Dietary. 

Then  from  first  to  last  no  Application  was  ever  made  by  the  Medical  Man 
to  the  Board  for  a  Change  of  Dietary  ? 
Not  to  my  Knowledge. 

Should  you  not  have  known  it  if  it  had  taken  place  ? 
I  have  no  Doubt  of  it,  being  very  constant  at  the  Board. 

Do  you  remember  an  Application  being  made  by  Mr.  King,  that  People  with 
sore  Legs  might  not  be  sent  into  the  Workhouse  ? 

I  remember  that  he  stated  that  People  with  sore  Legs  ought  not  to  be 
admitted  into  the  House,  because  the  Stench  was  very  bad,  and  was  not  only 
very  offensive  to  otiiers  in  the  House,  but  injurious  to  their  Health. 

Do  you  remember  when  that  Application  was  made  ? 
I  cannot  speak  to  Dates. 

Was  it  about  December  ? 

Yes }  it  was  some  Time  in  the  Winter. 

Was  that  Application  immediately  agreed  to  ? 
It  was. 

Instantly  ? 
Certainly. 

You  rraiember  a  Letter  of  the  S5th  of  October,  of  Mr.  King's,  about  the 
Children  having  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  remember  a  Letter,  but  I  cannot  state  as  to  Dates. 

In  that  Letter  he  began  by  stating  that  Oatmeal  had  been  used  for  the 
Children  instead  of  Milk,  and  that  he  had  watched  the  Result,  and  that  it 
produced  Diarrhoea? 

Yes,  I  remember  such  a  Letter  \  as  to  the  Date  I  cannot  say. 

Were  you  in  the  habit  at  that  Time  of  visiting  the  Workhouse  ? 
Certainly. 

Had  you  been  made  aware  of  this  Circumstance  of  so  many  of  the  Children 
having  the  Diarrhoea,  and  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical  Officer  that  that  was 
produced  by  the  Gruel  ? 

Not  previously  to  this  Letter. 

Had  you  ever  asked  him  about  it  ? 
I  do  not  remember  that  I  had. 

Had  your  Attention  ever  been  called  to  the  Fact  of  so  many  Children  in  the 
House  having  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
Not  pieviously  to  this  Letter. 

When  you  visited  the  House  again  after  that  Letter  was  produced  did  yoa 
make  Inquiry  upon  the  Subject  of  the  Medical  Officer? 

It  was  very  seldom  that  1  saw  the  Medical  Officer  there ;  at  least  hot  often ; 
perhaps  not  once  a  Week. 

^  The 
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The  Committee  gather  from  what  you  stated  before  that  your  Opiaton  is  r.  w.  bman,  E$q. 
that  the  Diarrhoea  was  not  produced  by  the  Gruel  ?  

I  give  ray  Opinion  in  opposition  to  that  of  the  Medical  Men,  and  my 
Opinion  is  that  it  was  not  so. 

Did  you  ever  speak  to  the  Medical  Officer,   and  ascertain  from  him  what 
made  him  think  that  the  Gruel  produced  this  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  did  not;  I  spoke  to  the  Governor  and  Matron. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  Medical  Gentleman^  Mr.  King,  had  himself  the 
Diarrhoea  ? 

I  never  heard  that  he  had  ;  I  do  not  know  to  the  present  Moment  that  he 
had }  he  was  in  a  very  bad  State  of  Health  j  I  thought  him  in  a  Decline. 

^  Were  you  aware  that  the  Governor  had  the  Diarrhoea  subsequently  ? 
I  was  not ;  the  Governor  was  extremely  ill,  and  he  went  away  for  some 
Time. 

Were  you  aware  that  the  Governor  himself  had  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  was  not. 

Were  you  aware  that  his  Wife  had  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  was  not. 

Were  you  aware  that  his  Children  had  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  was  not. 

.  Did  you  inquire,  when  he  came  to  ask  for  Leave  of  Abseuce  on  account  of 
Illness,  what  his  lUness  was  ? 

I  was  not  present  when  he  asked  Leave  of  Absence,  nor  did  I  know  that  he 
had  obtained  Leave  of  Absence  till  he  had  gone. 

Had  you  ever  observed  that  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  was  negligent 
in  respect  to  any  of  his  Duties  ? 

Did  you  ever  observe  that  he  had  the  habit  of  drinking  ? 
No  ;  I  never  heard  that  he  had.    He  was  Gaoler  of  the  Prison  previously  to 
being  Governor  of  the  Workhouse. 

You  never  inquired  with  respect  to  the  Disorder  of  which  he  was  ill  ? 
No ;    I  did  not  know  that  he  had  the  Diarrhoea }  I  thought  he  was  getting 
into  a  Decline  ;  he  had  been  long  iH. 

With  respect  to  the  Number  of  Paupers  sleeping  in  a  Bed,  did  you  ever  make 
Inquiry  upon  that  Subject  ? 

I  am  not  aware  that  I  ever  made  an  Inquiry,  but  I  believe  Two  grown  People 
slept  together,  and  sometimes  Three  and  sometimes  Four  Children,  according 
to  the  Size  of  the  Bed.  I  may  say  that  the  House  became  crowded  long  before 
we  had  the  new  House  builL  This  Poorhouse  of  Bridgwater  was  not  intended 
as  a  Union  House  ;  it  was  merely  intended  as  a  House  for  the  Reception  of  the 
Poor  belonging  to  the  Borough  and  Parish  of  Bridgwater. 

Then  you  were  aware  that  Two  grown  People  slept  in  a  Bed,  and  sometimes 
Three  or  Four  Children  ? 
I  think  they  did. 

Do  you  speak  from  having  seen  it,  or  from  having  heard  it  ? 
I  have  heard  it. 


Did  you  ever  hear  of  Two  Men  and  a  Lad  of  Thirteen  or  Fourteen  Years  of 
sleeping  together  in  -   ■  - 

never  heard  of  that. 


Age  sleeping  together  in  One  Bed  ? 


Did  you  ever  hear  of  a  Person  who  had  the  Diarrhoea  sleeping  with  another 
who  had  not  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  never  heard  that ;  it  was  never  communicated  to  me« 

If  it  had  been  communicated  to  you  would  you  have  taken  notice  of  it? 
Yes. 
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T.  w.  inman,  Esq.       Was  it  not  the  Duty  of  the  Governor  to  communicate  that  to  you  ? 
■  I  should  suppose  so. 

You  were  never  told  not  to  go  into  the  House  on  account  of  the  Infection? 
Never. 

Did  you  never  hear  from  the  Medical  Officer,  or  from  any  body  else,  that 
there  was  Infection  in  the  House  ? 
I  never  heard  it  from  any  Person. 

In  the  Town  did  you  ever  hear  it? 
No,  I  never  heard  it. 

Did  you  hear  that  this  DiarrhcBa  was  considered  infectious  ? 
I  never  did ;    I  should  say  that  at  that  Time  Diarrhoea  was  extremely 
prevalent  all  over  the  Town. 

Were  there  as  many  fatal  Cases  in  the  Town  as  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
There  were  a  great  many ;  I  cannot  say  comparatively. 

Do  you  remember  Mr.  Baker  at  any  Time  about  the  Month  of  Mareh  I887 
coming  to  the  Board  and  making  a  Representation  of  the  Number  of  Persons 
that  were  in  the  House,  and  the  State  of  the  House  from  Illness  and  Diarrhcsa? 

I  do  not  remember  further  than  the  written  Report  that  was  sent  in  every 
Week. 

You  do  not  recollect  his  coming  personally  with  the  Death  Book  in  his 
Hand,  pointing  out  the  increased  Number  of  Deaths  during  the  past  Year,  and 
comparing  it  with  the  Number  of  Deaths  under  the  old  Systenni  ? 

I  do  not. 

You  do  not  believe  that  he  ever  made  such  a  Statement  ? 

No. 

If  he  has  stated  that  he  did  make  such  a  Statement  do  you  believe  that  he 
has  stated  that  which  is  not  true  ? 

I  can  only  say  that  I  never  heard  him  make  such  a  Statement ;  I  should  be 
sorry  to  impute  to  any  one  a  Falsehood. 

If  Mr.  Baker  has  stated  that  he  did  so  are  you  prepared  to  contradict  him? 
I  am  prepared  to  contradict  him,  so  far  as  to  say  that  he  never  did  it  when 
I  was  present. 

If  he  had  done  it  when  you  were  present  you  must  have  seen  it  ? 

Yes. 

Might  he  not  have  done  it  to  the  Knots  of  People  round  the  Fire  without 
your  seeing  it  ? 

I  do  not  call  that  the  Board  ;  what  might  have  passed  among  those  standing 
round  the  Fire  in  that  Way  I  cannot  say. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  Statement  made  at  the  Board  ? 
No. 

If  therefore  Mr.  Baker  has  done  it,  it  must  have  been  done  upon  some 
Occasion  when  you  were  not  present? 

He  never  did  it  in  my  Presence ;  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  he  has  neyer 
done  it. 

Have  you  ever  heard  from  any  body  else  that  he  had  done  it  ? 
I  never  did. 

Do  you  remember  a  Man  of  the  Name  of  Kidner,  with  his  Wife  and  Eve 
(Children,  being  sent  into  the  House  ? 
No. 

You  do  not  remember  any  of  the  Circumstances  of  his  Case  ? 
No ;  I  think  the  Man  was  a  North  Petherton  Man. 

He  was  afterwards  committed  ? 

I  remember  a  Man  that  Mr.  Allen  and  Mr.  Warry  and  Mr.  Meade  King 
committed. 
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But  you  do  not  remember  his  being  sent  into  the  House?                                7.  w.  inman,  Esq. 
No ;  my  Attention  was  mostly  called  to  those  of  my  own  Parish*  m 

You  say  that  you  were  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Town ;  in  what  Year  was  that  ? 
The  first  Year  after  the  passing  of  the  Corporation  Reform  Act 

You  were  not  Magistrate  of  the  Town  under  the  old  System  ? 
I  was  not. 

You  are  not  a  Guardian  now  ? 

I  am  not ;  I  ceased  to  be  a  Guardian  last  Lady  Day ;  I  did  not  stand  ;  I 
was  nominated  for  another  Parish,  but  without  my  Consent  or  Knowledge. 

Are  you  sure  you  did  not  stand  for  Bridgwater  ? 
Quite  sure. 

Ai*e  you  sure  that  you  did  not  consent  to  be  nominated  for  the  Parish  of 
Wembdon  ? 

I  am  quite  sure  that  I  was  nominated  without  my  Knowledge ;  and  in  point 
of  fact  I  was  nominated  in  the  first  Year  for  Bridgwater  without  my  Knowledge ; 
I  was  in  London  at  the  Time. 

Were  you  elected  for  either  Place  ? 

I  was  not  nominated  for  Bridgwater  upon  this  last  Occasion. 

Was  there  not  a  Contest  at  Wembdon  ? 
At  Wembdon  there  was* 

That  was  without  your  Knowledge  ? 
xes* 

Who  applied  for  the  Scrutiny? 

Then  you  sanctioned  the  Election  by  applying  afterwards  for  the  Scrutiny  ? 

I  considered  that  many  Votes  given  for  the  Parish  of  Wembdon  were 
illegal.  The  Farmers  of  Wembdon  were  very  anxious  to  have  a  Person  to 
represent  them  who  had  been  in  the  habit  of  attending  the  Board ;  and  the 
principal  Farmers  came  to  me  after  I  had  been  nominated,  for  I  knew  nothing 
at  all  about  it,  and  wished  that  I  would  endeavour  to  go  to  the  Board.  I 
believed  that  many  Votes  that  had  been  tendered  there  were  improperly 
tendered  and  improperly  taken,  and  I  petitioned  the  Board  for  a  Scrutiny. 

And  you  were  defeated  upon  that  Scrutiny  ? 

I  never  heard  the  Result  of  it  from  that  lime  to  this. 

You  have  not  sat  at  the  Board  of  Guardians  since  ? 
No,  certainly  not. 

Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  never  heard  the  Result  of  that  Scrutiny  ? 
Never. 

Before  whom  was  it  taken  ? 
Mr.  Weale. 

Have  you  not  heard  from  Mr.  Weale  the  Result  ? 

I  never  spoke  to  Mr.  Weale  about  it^  and  I  never  heard  the  Result  from 
that  Time  to  this. 

You  never  had  the  Curiosity  to  inquire  of  Mr.  Weale  what  was  the  Result  of 
the  Scrutiny  ? 

Never ;  and  I  have  often  wondered  that  I  had  not  some  Communication 
from  Mr.  Weale  about  it,  and  1  have  spoken  to  my  Wife,  and  said  it  is  very 
strange  that  I  do  not  hear  of  this  Scrutiny. 

You  now  know  that  you  are  not  a  Guardian ;  you  were  not  elected  for 
Bridgwater  ? 
I  was  not  nominated  as  Guardian  for  Bridgwater. 

Was  there  not  a  Contest  at  Bridgwater? 
No ;  I  was  not  nominated  there. 
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T.  w.  inman^  Esq.      Were  there  not  Vptes  givw  far  yoii  ? 
: No  J  not  last  Lady  Day. 

You  always  weot  round  the  Worfchouw  j  ytw  ne^er  bad  wy  Eesr  of 
Infection  ? 

No ;  certainly  I  had  not« 

You  signed  the  Visiting  Book  on  the  21st  of  April? 
The  Book  will  speak  for  itself;  I  cannot  speak  as  to  Dates;  I  signed  the 
Book  as  a  Visiting  uuardian. 

You  did  not  sign  the  Book  tiU  you  bad  gone  to  soe  tiiie  Wockhonde? 
Certainly  not 

Will  you  undertake  to  say  that  you  were  in  the  Workhouse  on  that  Day? 

On  looking  at  the  Book,  I  see  that  I  state,  "  The  House  is  as  clean  as  under 
all  the  Circumstances  it  can  be ;  but  from  the  bad  State  of  the  House  it 
cannot  be  made  clean  or  well  ventilated/' 

Had  you  been  in  the  House  on  that  Day  ? 
I  have  no  Question  of  it. 

Will  you  venture  to  swear  that  you  had  ? 
I  believe  it ;  I  have  no  Doubt  about  it. 

And  the  other  Guardians^  Members  of  the  Yi^iog  Committee,  went  into 
the  House  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Did  you  not  abstain  from  going  into  the  House  on  that  Day  from  Feai  of 
Infection  ? 

I  mean  to  say  that  I  did  not. 

You  were  not  at  all  afraid  of  the  Infection  on  that  Day  ? 
Not  at  all ;  or  any  other  Day. 

And  you  went  in  and  visited  the  House  and  signed  the  Book  on  that  Day? 
I  have  no  Doubt  of  it. 

In  whose  Handwriting  are  the  Answers  made  to  the  Queries  ? 
In  my  own. 

Mr,  Somers  signed  that  Report  as  well  as  youi;self ;  did  Mr,  Somers  goiviA 
you  on  that  Occasion  ? 

I  will  state  the  Reason  why  I  believe  Mr.  Somers  signed  the  Book :  there 
were  Two  Visitors  appointed  for  some  Time,  but  we  found  the  Duty  so  heavy 
that  we  considered  One  on.  each  Occasion  would  be  enough  ;  and  I  presume 
that  at  that  Time  it  was  when  Two  Visitors  were  appointed. 

There  is  another  Name,  Mr.  Barker's  ;  how  came  he  to  sign  ? 
He  is  the  Auditor ;  I  do  not  know  how  he  came  to  sign.^ 

He  probably  paid  a  Visit  to  the  House  in  company  with  yourself  aod 
Mr*  Somers  ? 
No,  he  did  not 

How  many  Persons  signed  it  ? 

It  is  signed  by  myself,  James  Somers,  and  H.  Barker,  Auditor ;  but  how 
Mr.  Barker  came  to  sign  it  I  do  not  know. 

Did  you  see  Mr.  Bowen  at  the  House  on  that  Day  ? 

It  is  impossible  for  me  to  recollect  whether  I  did  or  did  not 

If  any  body  should  sa^  that  you  were  very  much  frightened,  and  would  not 
go  into  the  House,  that  is  false  ? 
That  is  false. 

Were  you  very  much  frightened  ? 

I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  going  into  Military  Hospitals  where  there 
was  Infection,  and  I  was  never  frightened. 

You  have  been  in  the  Army  ? 
I  am  in  the  Army. 

Did 
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Did  not  you  say  that  if  there  had  been  Infection  you  would  not  have  gone  T.  fv.  inman,  Esti. 

in,  on  account  of  your  Family  ?  

That  would  be  the  only  Reason. 

What  Rank  do  you  hold  ih  the  Army  ? 
Lieutenant  on  Half  Pay  of  the  45th. 

You  did  not  hear  in  that  Year,  from  1836  to  18S7>  a  Report  in  Bridgwater  of 
there  being  an  infectious  Pisease  in  the  House  ? 
Never. 

You  were  in  the  habit  of  Intercourse  with  your  Neighbours,  and  in  that 
Intercourse  you  never  heard  any  Conversation  of  Infection  being  in  the 
House? 

No. 

You  were  in  the  habit  of  conversing  with  others  upon  all  local  Matters  ? 

Yes. 

And  being  in  the  Office  of  Mayor  you  had  Conversation  with  People  of 
different  Ranks  and  Stations  in  Life  ? 
Certainly. 

Did  you  ever  hear  from  any  Person  of  there  being  Infection  in  the  House  ? 
No,  newr. 

Did  you  ever  hear  from  the  poor  People  an  Apprehension  expressed  of  gdng 
into  the  House  on  account  of  Infection  ? 

In  consequence  of  Writings  that  have  been  industriously  circulated,  and 
various  Reports,  exciting  the  poor  People  against  the  Poor  Law,  they  were 
afraid ;  and  I  have  heard  the  poor  People  say  that  they  shall  be  murdered,  and 
buried  without  Clergy,  and  that  they  shall  be  confined,  and  all  those  Sort  of 
Hiing^.    I  have  endeavoured  to  repress  that. 

When  was  that  ? 

In  the  early  Formatiori  of  the  Union. 

Had  there  been  any  such  Publications  at  that  Time  P 
A  great  many  Reports  and   a  great  deal  said  about  the  working  of  this 
new  Poor  Law. 

Had  there  been  any  thing  printed  in  Bridgwater  upon  this  Subject  ? 
Mr.  Bowen  had  printed  very  early. 

When  did  he  print  any  thiag  ? 

Very  early  after  the  Formation  of  the  Onion. 

A  Letter  to  the  King? 
Yes. 

Have  you  heard  him  say  that  there  was  an  infectious  Disease  in  the  House  ? 
No,  I  never  have. 

Have  you  not  known  that  the  Poor  had  a  great  Objection  to  go  into  the 
Workhouse  at  all  Times  ? 
Yes. 

And  still  have  ? 

I  do  not  think  now  they  have  so  great  an  Objection  ;  I  think  the  Objection 
is  very,  very  fast  wearing  away. 

Did  the  Objection  to  which  you  have  alluded  on  the  Part  of  the  poor  People 
relate  to  the  House  generally,  or  was  it  on  the  Ground  of  supposed  Infection  ? 
To  the  House  generally. 

You  never  heard  them  state  any  thing  with  respect  to  Infection  in  Qrging 
those  Objections  ? 

Certainly  not ;  it  was  on  the  general  Ground  of  going  into  what  they  called 
a  Bastile,  and  what  had  been  represented  to  them  as  a  Bastile.  I  have  had  an 
Opportunity  of  seeing  the  House,  and  tny  conscientious  Opinion  is,  that  the 
Poor  are  infinitely  better  off  there  than  they  were  before,  and  infinitely  better 
off  than  many  of  those  who  have  to  pay  towards  their  Maintenance. 

(151.3S.)  7X4  And 
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T.  w.  inman,  Esq.       And  infinitely  better  off  than  those  who  are  out  ? 

Infinitely  better  off  than  many  of  those  who  are  called  upon  to  pay  towards 

them. 

Did  it  ever  happen  when  you  have  been  at  the  Board,  and  an  Order  has 
been  made  for  a  Pauper  to  come  into  the  House,  that  that  Pauper  has  objected 
on  the  Score  of  Infection  in  the  House  ? 

Certainly  not }  there  never  was  that  Objection  made. 

And  if,  when  a  Pauper  was  called  in,  and  upon  having  an  Order  for  Ad- 
mission into  the  Workhouse  given  him,  he  had  made  that  Objection,  you  must 
have  heard  that? 

Certainly ;  and  there  never  was  such  a  Case. 

Was  there  any  Terror  exercised  over  those  poor  People  to  prevent  thdr 
making  those  Objections^  if  they  had  felt  them  ? 

I  believe,  in  consequence  of  Keports  that  were  industriously  circulated,  and 
Writings,  the  Poor  were  terrified  from  going  into  that  House. 

Was  there  any  Terror  exercised  over  them,  or  Authority  applied  to  them  in 
the  Board  itself,  to  prevent  their  making  such  an  Observation,  if  they  had 
felt  it? 

Certainly  none. 

Were  you  present  at  the  Election  of  the  Medical  OflScers  in  July,  when 
Mr.  Ward  was  first  elected  ? 
I  was  present  when  Mr.  Ward  was  elected ;  I  do  not  know  the  Date. 

Do  you  recollect  his  producing  his  Testimonials  ? 
Yes. 

They  were  ample  ? 

I  thought  them  extremely  ample.  I  beg  to  say  that  I  had  not  known 
Mr.  Ward  previously  j  I  never  saw  him  or  heard  of  him. 

He  had  only  just  arrived  in  Bridgwater  previously  ? 
In  consequence  of  our  Disagreement  with  the  Medical  Men  we  advertised 
for  Medical  Men. 

Do  you  know  how  long  Mr.  Ward  was  in  Bridgwater  before  the  Electioiifr 
I  do  not  know ;  I  think  he  came  down  that  Day  or  the  Day  before ;  I  newr 

saw  him  till  I  saw  him  at  the  Board^  together  with  other  Candidates,  when  he 

produced  his  Testimonials. 

Do  you  remember  his  producing  a  Card  on  which  it  was  stated  that  he  was 
Licentiate  of  Ley  den  ? 

No. 

That  was  not  produced  at  the  Board  ? 
I  did  not  see  it. 

But  he  produced  those  Testimonials  from  different  Institutions,  and 
Certificates  ^om  different  Medical  Men  in  London  ? 

Yes. 

You  thought  the  Testimonials  were  ample,  and  you  agreed  with  the  Majority 
of  the  Board  in  electing  him  ? 

Yes. 

There  was  another  Gentleman,  of  the  Name  of  Moseleyj  he  produced 
ample  Testimonials^  did  he  not  ? 
Yes. 

Was  he  elected  ? 

Yes ;  but  he  declined  to  serve. 

Was  he  known  in  Bridgwater? 
No ;  not  to  my  Knowledge. 

What  Reason  did  he  give  for  declining  ? 

I  remember  that  he  stated  that  he  wished  to  have  the  Bridgwater  District; 
now  Mr.  Waid   had  already  been  elected  to  that  District)   and   he  beioff 
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appointed  to  a  Country  District  fancied  that  it  would  not  be  worth  his  while  r.  If.  Inman,  Esq. 
to  accept  that.  — ,-— — 

Was  there  any  other  Stranger  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes ;  I  think  there  were  One  or  Two  more. 

Did  they  produce  Testimonials  ? 

Yes ;  they  were  all  called  upon  to  lay  the  Testimonials  before  the  Board. 

They  were  not  elected  ? 

No  J  the  only  Persons  elected  were  Mr.  Ward  and  Mr.  Moseley. 

Were  they  not  elected  in  consequence  of  their  Testimonials  not  being  satis- 
factor}',  or  because  other  Persons  were  preferred  ? 
I  think  because  other  Persons  were  preferred. 

Since  that  Election  have  you  ever  heard  Complaints  against  Mr.  Ward  as  to 
his  Medical  Proficiency  in  general  ? 

On  the  contrary,  I  have  heard  the  Poor  say,  many  of  them,  that  they  are 
extremely  well  taken  care  of,  and  much  better  off  as  to  Medical  Assistance 
than  they  were  before. 

You  are  not  a  Guardian  now  ? 
No,  I  am  not. 

Have  you  ever  heard  any  Complaint  from  any  Person  of  his  Want  of  Skill  ? 
No }  so  far  from  it  that  I  have  employed  him  to  attend  my  own  Family,  and 
he  has  attended  my  Wi&,  who  has  been  dangerously  ill. 

And  you  have  been  satisfied  with  bis  Skill  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  heard  any  Criticism  as  to  his  Treatment  of  any  Medical  Cases 
from  other  Medical  Men  ? 

Yes  J  I  heard  a  Medical  Man  speak  of  some  Dislocation  of  the  Shoulder. 

That  was  in  the  Case  of  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Webber  ? 
Yes. 

Do  you  know  any  thing  of  the  Circumstances  of  that  Case  ? 
No. 

Mr.  Ward  has  given  Satisfaction  where  he  has  been  employed  ? 
I  believe  he  has  ;  I  employ  him  for  my  Family,  and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
with  him. 

Are  you  Governor  of  or  are  you  connected  with  any  Institution  where  the 
Medical  Men  are  elected  by  the  Body  of  Subscribers  ? 

No. 

Have  you  not  heard  great  Complaints  in  the  Case  of  Webber  ? 
No  ;  I  have  heard  that  an  Action  is  brought  against  him. 

On  account  of  his  Unskilfullness  ? 
I  do  not  know. 

Do  you  know  that  the  Action  arises  out  of  his  Conduct  in  the  Case? 
I  believe  out  of  his  Treatment  of  a  Woman  of  the  Name  of  Webber  j  the 
whole  I  heard  about  it  was  from  Mr.  Ward  himself. 

You  knew  that  his  Character  had  been  a  good  deal  assailed,  owing  to  the 
Jealousy  of  the  Medical  Men,  and  you  have  not  perhaps  paid  very  great 
Attention  to  the  Reports  which  you  have  heard  from  that  very  Circumstance  ? 

I  have  certainly  heard  that  his  Medical  Character  has  been  assailed  by  the 
Medical  Men. 

Would  you  have  taken  as  Medical  Man  into  your  own  Family  a  Man 
coming  into  Bridgwater  for  the  first  Time,  and  producing  those  Certificates  ? 

Unless  I  had  Confidence  in  him  I  should  not  have  taken  him  into  my 
Pamily  as  a  Medical  Man. 

Would  you  have  Confidence  in  a  Man  whom  you  never  had  seen  or  heard  of 
before,  if  he  merely  produced  those  Papers  ? 
Certainly  I  should. 

0^1.33.)  7Y  Sufficient 
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T.  fv.  inman,  Esq.       Sufficient  Confidence  to  take  him  into  your  Family^  and  commit  the  Care  (tf 
■  your  Children  or  other  Members  of  your  Family  to  him  ? 

I  have  done  so. 

That  is,  some  Time  after  he  had  been  in  the  Town  ? 
I  do  not  think  any  Man  would  be  justified  in  saying  that  he  would  ha?e 
Confidence  in  a  total  Stranger. 

If  you  wanted  Medical  Assistance  should  you  not  have  been  satisfied  with 
such  Testimonials  as  Mr.  Ward  produced  before  the  Board  on  that  Ooca. 
sion? 

Certainly. 

Without  knowing  any  thing  more  of  him? 

Yes;  if  I  was  in  need  of  Medical  Assistance,  and  if  others  were  equally 
Strangers  to  me,  I  should.  Every  Man  must  feel,  and  does  feel,  a  partioilar 
liking  to  a  Medical  Man  that  he  has  known. 

When  you  consult  a  Medical  Man  you  consult  him  for  his  Medical  Skill, 
rather  than  for  his  Moral  Character,  do  you  hot  ? 
Yes  ;  I  should  say  so. 

Had  you  any  Knowledge  of  his  Medical  Skill  except  from  those  Papers? 
I  had  not ;  I  never  knew  or  heard  of  the  Man  ;  he   produced  Testimoniab 
which  would  have  been  satisfactory  to  me,  provided  I  required  Medical  Skill. 

And  those  were  as  ample  as  those  which  were  produced  upon  the  Arrange- 
ment of  the  Medical  Districts  the  first  Year  by  the  Medical  Men  of  Bri^- 
water  ? 

We  considered  them  as  such.  Every  Medical  Man  who  applied  always 
produced  his  Testimonials  at  the  Board,  and  it  w,as  ordered  that  those  should 
be  laid  before  the  Board  previous  to  their  coming  themselves,  that  the  Board 
might  inspect  them  previously. 

Did  you  ever  see  a  Card  of  Mr.  Ward's,  printed  during  the  Time  of  his 
Stay  at  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  ? 
Never. 

It  was  not  produced  at  the  Time  of  his  Election  ? 
I  never  saw  it. 

Do  you  know  how  it  got  upon  the  Book  ? 
I  do  not  know  ;  I  did  not  know  it  was  there. 

Has  Mr.  Ward  a  very  good  independent  Practice  in  Bridgwater  and  the 
Neighbourhood  ? 

He  has  an  independent  Practice ;  I  think  he  has  his  fair  Share  of  Practice; 
he  attends  many  very  respectable  Families. 

And  has  given  Satisfaction? 
As  far  as  I  have  ever  heard. 

At  all  events,  he  has  given  you  Satisfaction  ? 
Yes. 

You  say  that  you  inquired  of  some  of  the  Poor,  and  that  they  have 
expressed  their  Satisfaction  at  the  Way  in  which  they  have  been  treated 
by  Mr. Ward  ? 

I  make  it  a  point  when  I  go  to  the  Poorhouse  always  to  ask  the  Poor  if 
they  have  any  Complaint  to  make  of  their  Medical  Treatment,  and  thcflf 
universal  Answer  has  been  to  me,  that  they  are  perfectly  satisfied ;  that  they 
are  taken  as  much  Care  of  as  under  all  the  Circumstances  they  could  possibly 
expect  to  be. 

Has  it  been  your  Practice  to  visit  the  House  up  to  the  Time  you  ceased  to 
be  Guardian  ? 

Yes  ;  Two  or  Three  Times  a  Day  I  have  sometimes  visited. 

Have  you  heard  any  Complaints  made  by  the  poor  People,  in  any  Case,  of 
their  Treatment  in  any  respect  whatever  ? 
Not  at  all  J  they  are  very  well  off,  I  think. 

Have 
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Have  you  ever  heard  them  complain  of  the  Height  of  the  Windows  ?  t.  if.  inman,  Esq. 

Never  j  the  only  Complaint  I  heard  any  one  make  of  the  Height  of  the  ■ 

Windows  was  by  Mr.  Bowen. 

Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Meade  Kin^  make  any  Complaint  upon  that  ? 
No }  I  never  spoke  to  Mr.  Meade  King  upon  it. 

At  the  Board  did  you  ever  hear  him  make  the  Complaint  ? 

No.  We  have  resetted  that  the  Dining  Room  is  too  low,  and  so  it  is. 
I  think  it  is  a  great  Fault  in  tl)e  Building ;  it  ought  to  have  been  as  high 
again. 

But  you  have  heard  no  Complaint  on  the  Part  of  the  poor  People  with 
respect  to  the  Windows,  or  any  other  Subject  ? 
No ;  I  can  look  out  of  the  Windows  very  welL 

Is  the  House  clean  and  in  good  Order  ? 

Up  to  last  Lady  Day  perfectly  clean  ^  as  clean  as  it  could  possibly  be. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Payne,  a  Chemist  and  Druggist  in  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Is  he  a  respectable  Man  ? 
Yes ;  a  very  respectable  Man. 

Has  he  one  of  the  best  Chemist  Shops  in  Bridgwater  ? 
I  should  say  it  was  the  best. 

Have  these  Disputes  about  the   Poor  Laws  altogether  created  a  great 
Sensation  in  Bridgwater  ? 
No ;   I  should  say  not. 

Have  they  created  any  Dissensions  amongst  the  Society  there  ? 
I  believe  Mr.  Warry  and  Mr.  Toogood  —  I  do  not  speak  from  my  own 
Knowledge  —  have  had  a  very  considerable  Quarrel  about  it. 

With  the  Exception  of  that,  have  you  heard  that  this  Subject  has  produced 
a  considerable  Sensation  in  the  Town  ;  has  it  produced  such  a  Sensation  in  the 
Town  as  to  make  it  rather  irksome  to  Persons  to  act  as  Guardians  ? 

I  am  not  aware  that  it  has  created  any  such  Feeling  as  that ;  I  should  hope 
it  has  not ;  on  my  Fart  it  has  not^  decidedly. 

Was  that  one  of  your  Grounds  for  withdrawing  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
Not  at  all ;  I  was  never  elected  with  my  Wish  ;  I  declined  it.     I  was  in 
London  when  I  was  elected  first. 

Were  you  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  Manner  in  which  Mr.  Warry  con- 
ducted the  Business  of  the  Board  when  he  was  Chairman  ? 

I  never  saw  a  Man  conduct  Business  better  in  my  Life  j  and  I  beg  to  say 
that  before  the  Formation  of  the  Board  I  had  no  Knowledge  of  Mr.  Warry 
except  by  Sight.     I  believe  I  am  politically  opposed  to  Mr.  Warry. 

He  gave  Satisfaction  to  you,  and  to  the  generality  of  the  Board,  by  the  Mode 
in  which  he  acted  as  Chairman  ? 

I  believe  he  did  ;  he  did  certainly  to  me.  I  never  saw  a  Man  give  his  Time 
more  freely  than  Mr.  Warry  did  ;  frequently  remaining  there  from  Ten  o'Clock 
in  the  Morning  till  between  Four  and  Five,  and  then  having  to  ride  home 
Eight  or  Nine  Miles  on  a  dark  Evening. 

He  conducted  Business  to  the  Satisfaction  of  the  Board,  and  with  great 
Courtesy  to  the  Guardians  ? 

Yes  ;  the  First  Year  we  never  had  any  Dissension ;  and  the  Second  Year  it 
was  evident  that  we  should  have  Dissension,  and  we  had. 

Mr.  Baker  is  a  respectable  Man  ? 

He  is  a  Currier,  and  also  a  respectable  Man. 

Is  he  capable  of  stating  any  thing  that  is  false  ? 
I  should  presume  that  he  would  not.     ' 

Mr.  Bowen  is  a  respectable  Man,  is  he  not  ? 
He  is  a  Wine  and  Spirit  Merchant. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
(151.S3.)  7Y  2  Mr. 
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Mr.  Mr.  ROBERT  GEORGE  UNDERDOWN  is  called  in,  and  examined 

R.Q.Underdown.  ^  foU^^g  . 

IN  the  Letter  Book  there  appears  to  be  a  Card  of  Mr.  Ward,  the  Surgeon, 
dated  from  Newcastle ;  do  you  know  how  that  came  into  the  Letter  Book  ? 
Mr.  Ward  sent  it  to  the  Board. 

How  do  you  know  that  be  sent  it  to  the  Board  ? 
We  had  it  in  our  Possession  from  Mr.  Ward. 

Did  Mr.  Ward  give  it  to  you  ? 
Yes,  he  did. 

Did  he  desire  you  or  your  Father  to  present  it  to  the  Board  ? 

It  was  presented  to  the  Board  at  the  same  Time  with  the  other  Testimoniak 

Did  he  give  it  to  you  or  your  Father  ? 
That  I  cannot  speak  to. 

But  it  was  delivered  to  you  with  the  other  Testimonials  ? 
Yes  J  we  had  Four  or  Five. 

And  by  you  sent  to  the  Board  ? 

Yes. 

Sent  together  with  the  other  Testimonials  ? 

It  went  to  the  Board  at  the  Time  he  was  appointed. 

That  is  the  Way  it  got  into  the  Letter  Book  ? 
Yes. 

Was  it  not  sent  to  you  for  the  Purpose  of  being  laid  before  the  Board? 
I  suppose  so. 

Are  you  sure  that  it  was  sent  at  that  Time  ? 
Oh  yes. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Eleven  o'Clock. 
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me  Veneris,  ^T  Julii  1838. 


The  Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  in  the  Chair.  Evidence  on  the 

Operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment  Act. 

RICHARD  KING  MEADE  KING  Esquire  is  called  in,  and  further        p  «.  ^77:  „  ^ 

J        ^  ,,  ^  '  R*  K.  M.  Kmgf  Esq, 

examined  as  follows  :  1_ 

DO  you  live  in  North  Petherton  ? 
I  do. 

Are  you  in  the  habit  of  visiting  that  House  ? 
Very  frequently. 

In  September  1836  the  Answer  to  Question,  "Do  the  Inmates  of  the 
Workhouse  of  all  Classes  appear  clean  in  their  Persons,  and  decent  and  orderly 
in  their  Language  and  Demeanour  ?  If  not,  state  the  Exceptions  and  the  Names 
of  the  Parties  failing  in  this  respect,''  is  stated,  "Yes  ;  the  Matron  has  paid 
2s.  6d.  for  having  Children's  Hair  cut  with  my  Sanction  ;"  that  is  signed, 
"  Richard  King  Meade  King."  Then  there  is  a  Note,  September  20th,  "  In 
future,  Hair  to  be  cut  by  a  Pauper  from  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse.*'  The 
next  Entry  is  2d  of  May  1837  •  **  Yes ;  Brushes,  &c.  asked  for  last  Week  not 
yet  sent.  Some  Person  wanted  immediately  to  cut  the  Children's  Hair,  without 
which  they  cannot  be  kept  clean  ;"  likewise  signed  by  you  :  on  the  29th  of  June 
I8S7,  *^  The  Children's  Hair  require  cutting  :*'  4th  of  July,  V  No  one  has  yet 
been  sent  to  cut  the  Children's  Hair  as  requested  last  Week  :"  11th  of  July, 
"  No  Attention  has  been  paid  to  the  repeated  Request  of  the  Visitors  and  the 
Matron  with  respect  to  the  Hair-cutting  of  the  Children  ;"  signed,  ^*  Henry 
Parsons :"  21st  of  July,  "No  one  has  yet  been  sent  to  cut  the  Children's  Hair 
as  requested  for  several  Weeks:"  27th  of  September,  "  Children's  Hair  must 
be  cut ;  a  Person  should  be  sent  from  Bridgwater  Workhouse  as  usual  to  do 
it ;"  then  on  the  4th  of  October,  "  The  Children's  Hair  is  cut,  but  some 
have  bad  Heads  ;"  signed,  *^  Henry  Parsons."  Can  you  inform  the  Committee 
with  respect  to  those  Entries  ? 

I  should  state  first,  that  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse  was  an  auxiliary 
Workhouse  to  the  Bridgwater  House,  and  Mrs.  Ellis,  the  Matron,  was  not 
justified  in  incurring  any  Expense  whatever  respecting  it ;  whatever  she  wanted 
she  was  to  apply  for  to  the  Governor  of  the  Bridgwater  House. 

The  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  was  understood  to  be  responsible  to  the 
Board  for  the  Management  of  both  Houses  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  the  Distance  ? 

Three  Miles.  The  first  Entry  which  appears,  that  in  September  1836,  was 
a  very  short  Time  after  the  Union  was  formed,  and  she  said  to  me  as  Visitor, 
"The  Children's  Hair  wants  cutting  very  badly.  I  think  it  is  hardly  worth 
while  to  hire  a  Man  from  Bridgwater  to  come  Three  Miles  to  cut  it;  we  may 
employ  a  Barber  in  this  Place  to  do  so."  I  said  I  thought  she  had  better  do 
so.  I  made  my  Report,  and  told  the  Board  what  I  had  done,  and  my  Report 
was  read.  One  of  the  Guardians  present,  I  think  one  of  the  Bridgwater 
Guardians,  said,  "  There  is  a  Man,  a  Pauper  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  who 
is  always  in  the  habit  of  cutting  the  Hair  of  the  Inmates  of  that  House;  the 
better  Plan  will  be  for  that  Man  to  go  to  Petherton,  and  cut  the  Children's 
Hair  whenever  it  is  wanted." 

Do  you  recollect  who  said  that  ? 

I  do  not ;  I  think  it  was  one  of  the  Bridgwater  Guardians  ;  I  believe  it  was 

Mr.  Inman.    That  was  the  Arrangement  come  to;  and  for  the  Guidance  of 
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R. K.M.King, Esq.  future  Visitors  I  remember  making  a  Note  in  the  Visitors  Book,  which  will  be 

found  September  the  20th,  stating  that  the  Board  had  directed  that  in  future 

the  Hair  should  be  cut  by  a  Man  from  Bridgwater. 

There  is  no  other  Entry  of  a  Complaint  up  to  the  2d  of  May  ? 

I  am  quite  sure  there  was  a  Neglect ;  that  the  Hair  wanted  catting  several 
Times  afterwards ;  it  was  not  immediately  attended  to,  and  that  was  entirely 
attributable  to  Gover.  I  recollect  on  One  or  Two  Occasions  Complaints  were 
made  to  me  of  his  not  attending  to  the  Orders  of  the  Visitors.  Once  he  made 
an  Excuse  that  the  Man  who  had  cut  the  Hair  was  unwell ;  that  he  had  the 
Gout  or  Rheumatism,  and  could  not  walk  so  far ;  but  it  was  his  Duty  to  send  a 
Man  promptly. 

How  often  did  Gover  go  over  to  North  Petherton  ? 

At  very  uncertain  Times ;  sometimes  once,  sometimes  twice  a  Week. 

Was  he  ordered  to  go  at  particular  Times  ? 

No,  not  at  particular  Times ;  but  he  waa  ordered  to  go  sufficiently  oftefl  to 
see  that  every  thing  went  on  well  there. 

Mrs.  Ellis  was  a  very  attentive  careful  Woman  in  the  Managemcsit  of  the 
Children? 
Yes. 

Did  she  attend  to  the  Children  in  the  School  ? 
Her  Daughter  was  the  Schoolmistress. 

The  Children  were  well  attended  to  ? 

Yes ;  I  was  quite  satisfied  with  the  Attention  paid  whenever  I  went  over  the 
Workhouse. 

There  is  an  Entry ^  September  24th,  1836,  signed  by  yourself,  in  wfaicb  yoo 
state,  "  The  greater  Number  of  the  Children  can  now  repeat  the  Lortfs 
Prayer,"  and  were  attentive  to  the  Instruction  given  them  ? 

Yes,  they  were. 

Can  you  give  Information  with  respect  to  the  Infection  supposed  to  prevail 
in  the  Bridgwater  House  ? 

I  am  quite  certain  that  the  Board  was  never  informed  of  the  Existence  of 
any  contagious  Disease ;  the  first  Time  I  ever  heard  of  it  was  when  I  read 
the  Statement  in  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlets  Months  after  it  was  stated  to  have 
occurred. 

Were  you  not  yourself  a  diligent  Attendant  at  the  Board  ? 
I  think  I  omitted  only  Ten  Times  during  the  first  Year  after  the  FormatioQ 
of  the  Union. 

Were  you  in  constant  Communication  with  the  other  Guardians  who  atteoded, 
so  that  if  any  thing  particular  had  occurred  during  your  Absence  you  would 
have  known  of  it  ? 

Certainly. 

You  never  heard  a  Rumour  of  an  Infection,  either  from  the  Medical  Officer 
or  from  the  Visiting  Guardian  ? 

No ;  from  no  one,  I  am  sure.  I  must  have  remembered  it  if  I  had  beard  of 
it ;  it  would  have  made  such  an  Impression  upon  my  Mind. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  the  Visiting  Committee  had  been  cautioaed  not  to 
visit  the  House  in  consequence  of  Infection  ? 

No ;  I  was  not  in  the  habit  of  attending  that  House,  because  I  attended 
the  North  Petherton  House ;  but  I  visited  the  House  occasionally  during  the 
Period  when  it  has  been  since  stated  the  Infection  prevailed;  and  having 
Children  of  my  own  I  should  not  have  gone  into  the  House  had  I  had  the  least 
Idea  of  there  being  Infection  there. 

You  are  certain  you  did  visit  the  House  at  that  Period  ? 
I  am  quite  certam. 

And  you  were  never  cautioned  either  by  Govex  or  Mr.  King  ? 

No ;  I  am  quite  certain  I  niust  have  recollected  it  if  it  had  occurred. 
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Were  you  in  the  habit  of  seeing  Gover  ?  R.  K.  M.  King,  Esq. 

Yes ;  I  saw  him  or  his  Wife  when  I  visited  the  House  j  I  never  visited  more  ■ 

than  Twice  or  Three  Times. 

Did  you  frequently  see  Mr.  King  ? 

I  have  seen  him  at  the  Board,  and  at  other  Places. 

He  never  gave  you  that  Caution  ? 

No. 

You  say  that  you  saw  him  at  the  Board ;  did  he  frequently  attend  the 
Board  ? 
No ;  only  when  he  Mras  sent  for. 

Do  you  recollect  on  what  Occasion  he  came  ? 

I  thmk  he  came  once  with  the  other  Medical  Men  to  give  his  Opinion  with 
respect  to  the  Formation  of  Medical  Clubs  j  and  there  were  One  or  Two  other 
Occasions  on  which  he  attended. 

It  was  stated  in  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet  that  this  Infection  prevailed  several 
Months  ? 

Yes;  the  Period  ranges,  I  think,  from  October  1836  to  March  1837;  I 
certainly  met  him  within  that  Time. 

If  there  was  a  Period  during  which  it  was  infectious  it  was  towards  the  End 
of  the  Year  1836,  and  March  1837  >  are  you  sure  that  during  that  Period  you 
never  heard  of  the  Infection  ? 

I  am  perfectly  certain  of  it ;  I  was  at  home  during  the  whple  Time ;  and  if 
I  had  heard  of  Infection  in  the  House  I  am  quite  sure  it  would  have 
made  an  Impression  upcxi  my  Mind  that  I  should  not  have  forgotten. 

You  are  sure  you  visited  the  House  between  Christmas  1836  and  March  1837  ? 
I  am  not  quite  certain ;  but  I  think  I  visited  either  in  March  or  April. 

Not  in  January  or  February  ? 

I  do  not  think  I  did  in  January,  for  I  was  ill  myself  with  Influenza. 

When  you  visited  the  House  in  March  or  April  did  the  House  strike  you  to 
be  inconveniently  crowded  ? 

No  ;  I  am  certain  I  must  have  visited  during  the  Time  there  was  Diarrhoea, 
for  I  saw  the  Patients  j  the  Governor  said,  "  Those  Patients  have  had  the 
Diarrhoea.'* 

Did  you  ever  see  Patients  lying  on  their   Beds  in  their  Ordure,  either 
Children  or  old  People  ? 
Oh  dear  no. 

Did  you  find  a  Smell  in  the  House  ? 

Tes  }  a  Smell  of  Closeness,  but  not  arising  from  Faeces  ;  the  Impression  upon 
my  Mind  was  that  it  was  an  old  inconvenient  House. 

Were  you  at  the  Board  when  the  Governor  came  to  ask  for  Leave  of 
Absence  ? 
I  was. 

Did  he  state  to  the  Board  what  was  the  matter  with  him  ? 
Certainly  not ;  I  had  not  the  least  Idea  that  he  had  suffered  from  Diarrhoea 
until  I  heard  the  Fact  stated  a  few  Months  ago. 

That  was  not  stated,  and  no  Questions  were  asked  him  ? 

It  was  not ;  he  asked  for  Leave  of  Absence  on  account  of  ill  Health.  I  had 
not  the  least  Idea  that  he  had  been  attacked  with  any  Disease  he  caught  in 
the  House. 

No  Question  was  asked  what  was  the  matter  with  him  ? 
No. 

Is  it  the  Practice  at  Bridgwater  for  the  Surgeon  to  attend  on  the  Board 

Days ;  is  he  at  the  Houscvready  to  be  examined  on  any  Point  which  tnmspires  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  the  Custom  at  the  Bridgwater  House,  for  I  was 
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K. M.King,  Esq.  not  in  the  habit  of  visiting  that  House  ;  it  was  not  his  Practice  to  attend  the 

Board  unless  he  was  sent  for.    He  attended  the  House  every  Day  to  visit  the 

Patients,  I  understood. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


R.  fVeale,  Esq. 


ROBERT  WE  ALE  Esquire  is  called  inland  further  examined  as  follows: 

WHEN  did  you  first  hear  of  the  Dispute  between  the  Board  of  Guardians  and 
the  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  ? 

I  cannot  refer  to  the  exact  Date ;  I  was  there  the  next  Meeting  of  the 
Board  after  I  received  the  Communication  ;  1  presume  I  received  it  on  the 
Tuesday.    I  was  at  Bridgwater  on  the  following  Friday. 

The  Dates  of  the  Two  Letters  of  the  Medical  Men  are  June  2d  and 
June  6th  ? 

I  could  not  have  heard  of  it  till  the  End  of  June;  I  think  it  was  on  the 
23d  or  24th  of  June  I  was  present,  having  heard  of  it  on  the  Tuesday  before 
that. 

Therefore  with  respect  to  the  Proceedings  before  that  you  conceive  you 
cannot  be  held  in  any  Degree  responsible  ? 

Certainly  not ;  1  knew  nothing  of  the  Dispute  till  the  Tuesday  before  the 
Friday  I  attended  ;  my  Attention  was  drawn  to  it  by  a  Letter  from  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  dated  the  22d  of  June  1837. 

The  Letter  of  Mr.  Warry  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  was  transmitted 
to  you  ? 

Yes ;  and  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  wrote  a  Letter  to  me  upon  the 
Subjects 

Mr.  Warry  in  that  Letter  informs  the  Commissioners  that  they  have 
unfortunately  got  into  a  Quarrel  with  the  Medical  Men,  and  he  asks  whether 
they  can  recommend  a  Candidate  or  Two  to  them  ? 

Yes. 

Was  any  thing  done  upon  that ;  did  the  Commissioners  look  out  for  any 
Medical  People,  or  did  they  direct  you  to  do  any  thing  ? 

Certainly  not ;  neither  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  nor  myself  looked  out 
for  any  Candidate. 

Did  you  give  the  Board  Advice  with  respect  to  the  Means  of  obtaining  a 
Candidate  ? 

When  I  attended  the  Board  on  the  23d  of  June  I  endeavoured  as  much  as 

Possible  to  effect  a  Reconciliation  between  the  Board  of  Guardians  and  the 
f  edical  Men ;  I  failed  in  doing  that :  I  then  recommended  the  Board  of 
Guardians  to  advertise,  on  a  more  extended  Scale  than  in  the  Neighbourhood 
of  Bridgwater  only,  for  a  Candidate  to  come  forward. 

What  Steps  did  you  take  to  endeavour  to  make  up  the  Matter  ? 

The  Difference  did  not  appear  to  me  to  be  so  very  great ;  I  pointed  out  to  the 
Medical  Men  that  there  was  an  Inquiry  going  on  before  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  into  the  Subject  of  Medical  Relief. 

Had  you  the  Medical  Men  at  the  Board  ? 

Yes }  they  were  all  there,  except,  I  think,  Mr.  Tilsley. 

This  Communication  with  the  Medical  Men  took  place  before  the  Board 
of  Guardians  ? 

Yes.  I  endeavoured  to  effect  a  Reconciliation ;  I  pointed  out  to  the 
Medical  Gentlemen  that  the  Subject  of  Medical  Relief  would  be  under  Con- 
sideration before  the  Committee  of  the  other  House  then  sitting  upon  the 
Subject  of  the  Poor  Law;  and  I  did  all  I  possibly  could  to  induce  them  to 
take  the  Terms  offered  by  the  Board,  saying,  that  if  the  Arrangement  was  not 
satisfactory  I  had  no  Doubt  we  should  soon  get  on  a  better  Footing  j  but  the 
Answer  which  the  Medical  Men  made  was,  that  they  were  bound  by  the 
Arrang.emept  they  had  made,  and  could  not  undertake  it. 
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Did  you  propose,  on  the  other  hand,  to  the  Guardians  to  give  some  Ad-     R*  WeaU,  Esq. 
dition  to  what  they  had  advertised,  for  the  Purpose  of  making  the  Thing  up  ?         

I  did;  and  if  your  Lordships  will  look  to  the  Minute  Book  on  that  Day 
you  will  find  a  Resolution  proposed  as  to  the  gross  Amount  to  be  paid  to  the 
Medical  Men.  I  said  the  Opinion  of  the  Board  had  better  be  taken  on  that 
Point,  whether  it  was  or  not  too  much,  I  advocated  the  giving  a  larger  Sum. 

What  Sum  did  you  advocate  the  giving  ? 
.   I  really  cannot  recollect,  but  it  appears  upon  the  Minutes. 

What  was  the  Date  of  that  ? 

It  was  the  l6th  of  June.  I  find  I  must  have  been  under  an  Error  with  regard 
to  the  Time  of  my  Attendance.  There  were  several  Resolutions  and  Tenders 
put  in  ;  and  after  the  Tenders  of  the  several  Medical  Gentlemen  had  been  put 
in  there  is  this  Minute :  **  Considerable  Discussion  took  place  relative  to  the 
foregoing  Tenders,  and  the  Appointment  of  Medical  Officers.  Robert  Weale, 
Esquire,  addressed  the  Board  at  some  length  on  the  Subject,  as  did  several  of 
the  Guardians.  Moved  by  Mr.  Thomas  Ward,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  William 
Pitman  King,  that  Mr.  Richard  Beadon  Ruddock  be  appointed  Medical 
Officer  for  the  Stowey  District,  at  a  Salary  of  60/.  per  Annum.  Moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  by  T.  W.Inman,  Esquire,  and  seconded  by  Thomas  Poole,  Esquire, 
that  in  the  Opinion  of  this  Board  the  Tenders  of  the  several  Medical  Gentlemen 
prc^more  than  an  adequate  Remuneration  for  their  Services,  and  that  they  be 
not  accepted.  Upon  a  Division  the  original  Motion  was  negatived,  and  the 
Amendment  carried." 

Then  they  did  not  agree  to  your  Proposal  ? 

They  did  not.  I  told  them  at  the  Time  that  I  should,  in  the  Event  of  their 
giving  those  Salaries  that  the  Medical  Men  had  asked  for,  be  happy  in  recom- 
mending the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  sanction  them,  though  I  said,  as  I 
stated  before,  that  I  did  not  see  why  the  same  Remuneration  should  not  be 
sufficient  here  as  in  other  Districts ;  but  that  as  the  Medical  Men  would  not 
comply  with  that  I  should  be  happy  in  recommending  to  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners to  sanction  it  if  they  gave  it. 

Can  you  state  what  was  the  Difference  between  that  which  you  recom- 
mended them  to  give  and  that  which  they  had  offered  ? 

I  cannot  without  going  through  it ;  it  was  according  to  their  Tender. 

There  was  a  certain  Sum  of  Money  in  the  whole  Amount  ? 
Yes ;  but  I  cannot  tell  what  it  was  without  going  through  the  whole ;  the 
Difference  was  between  3d.  and  S^cL  or  3^d.  and  4fd. 

Do  you  apprehend  that  the  Difference  between  the  Sum  you  proposed  should 
be  given  and  that  for  which  they  had  tendered  would  have  been  any  thing 
considerable  ? 

I  do  not  think  it  would.  And  I  see  again  another  Resolution  I  before  alluded 
to :  it  is,  **  Moved  by  Thomas  Poole,  Esquire,  and  seconded  by  T.  W.  Inman, 
Esquire,  that  the  Sum  of  450/.  for  the  whole  Medical  Care  of  thetJnion,  including 
the  Workhouse,  be  given  to  the  Medical  Men  for  their  Services,  and  for  each 
Case  of  Midwifery  lO^.,  as  before  j  which,  on  a  Division,  was  negatived." 

Do  you  believe  from  that  that  the  450/.  which  was  proposed  to  be  given 
was  80/.  more  than  the  Salaries  fixed  in  the  Advertisement  put  out  by  the 
^ard? 

I  think  it  is  thereabout,  but  I  cannot  speak  of  the  exact  Amount  of 
Difference. 

So  that  the  Difference  upon  that  Occasion  between  yourself  and  the 
Board  of  Guardians  upon  the  Subject  of  the  Amount  of  Salary  consisted  of 
about  80/.  ? 

About  that  Amount,  I  think.  I  remember  advocating  very  strongly  the 
Offer  of  this  450/.,  which  was  a  Sum  between  the  Two. 

Still  the  Board  did  not  accede  to  it  ? 

They  did  not ;  there  was  that  Feeling  and  Spirit  at  the  Board  of  Guardians 
that  I  could  not  control,  between  the  Medical  Men  and  the  Guardians  ;  and 
my  Attendance  upon  that  Occasion  was  unfortunately  useless. 
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R,  fVeale,  Esq.         Do  you  remember  what  Part  Mr.  Warry  took  on  that  Occasion  ? 

I I  really  cannot  venture  to  say  the  Part  he  took  on  this  Occasion ;  generaDy 

be  took  a  most  conciliatory  one. 

You  do  not  know  whether  he  was  for  the  450/.  or  not  ? 

I  think  he  was  ;  and  I  will  state  the  Reason  :  I  know  that  he  and  the  late 
Mr.  Poole  on  all  Points  acted  together,  and  Mr.  Poole  and  Mr.  Inman  were 
the  Persons  who  were  very  strong  against  the  Amount  of  the  Doctor's  Tender, 
but  who  were  the  Gentlemen  that  proposed  and  seconded  this  Motion. 
Mr.  Poole  and  Mr.  Warry  invariably  acted  in  concert. 

Have  you  Reason  to  believe  that  if  they  had  adopted  those  Terms  the 
Medical  Men  would  have  come  into  those  Terms  ? 

I  have  not ;  I  think  I  am  very  certain  they  would  not  have  come  in,  in 
consequence  of  that  Conversation,  in  which  they  stated  to  the  Board  that  they 
felt  bound  not  to  take  less  than  the  Amount  of  their  Tenders. 

Can  you  state  the  Difference  between  450/.  and  the  Tender  ? 
I  cannot  without  making  a  Calculation. 

Do  you  imagine  there  was  a  great  Difference  ? 

There  was  a  Dispute  about  the  Midwifery  Cases,  as  well  as  the  other  Amount; 
the  Difference  between  20^.  and  10^.  for  the  Midwifery  Cases  would  have 
made  a  considerable  Sum  in  the  course  of  the  Year. 

After  this  went  off,  and  you  were  unsuccessful  in  endeavouring  to  bring 
these  Parties  together,  you  recommended  them  to  advertise  in  a  more  extended 
District  ? 

I  did ;  we  were  in  this  Situation :  we  had  no  Officers ;  the  Medical  Men 
would  not  come  to  the  Terms  of  the  Guardians,  nor  the  Guardians  to  the 
Terms  of  the  Medical  Men ;  and  I  advised  that  we  shoulJ  advertise  for  Medical 
Men. 

What  did  you  advise  them  to  do  with  respect  to  advertising  ? 

I  advised  them  to  advertise  in  the  Medical  Papers,  and  in  the  London 
Papers.  I  think  the  Advertisement  was  in  the  Times  and  the  Lancet,  and  I 
think  in  the  Medical  Gazette.    I  recommended  the  Medical  Publications. 

Were  you  present  at  the  Time  of  the  final  Election  of  the  Medical  Officers? 
I  was.  • 

There  were  Three  Candidates  who  were  not  resident  in   the  Place,  were 
not  there,  Mr.  Ward,  Mr.  Moseley,  and  another  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  a  Third. 

Did  Mr.  Moseley  come  from  the  Neighbourhood,  or  from  what  Place  ? 

He  came,  I  believe,  from  London.  I  had  an  Acquaintance  with  Mr.  Moseley 
previous  to  his  coming  to  Bridgwater.  My  Acquaintance  with  hinn  was  this: 
he  was  a  Surgeon  in  a  Union  under  my  Charge  previously  in  Gloucestershire; 
he  left  for  the  Purpose  of  settling  in  London  ;  he  came  down  and  offered 
himself  as  a  Candidate.  I  was  surprised  at  seeing  him  in  Bridgwater ;  he  asked 
me  to  recommend  him ;  I  said  my  universal  Practice  was  not  to  interfere  in  the 
slightest  Degree  with  the  Patronage  of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  that 
I  should  give  no  Recommendation  whatever. 

You  were  acquainted  with  him  so  as  to  be  able  to  judge  whether  he  was  a 
competent  Person  ? 

For  Twelve  Months  he  had  discharged  his  Duty  to  the  Satisfaction  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  Wheatenhurst  in  Gloucestershire. 

You  could  have  answered  for  his  being  a  respectable  Person  ? 

I  only  knew  him  as  a  Medical  Officer.  I  saw  him  perhaps  Half  a  Dozen 
Times  during  the  Year,  and  I  never  heard  a  Complaint  j  on  the  contrary,  I 
heard  him  generally  spoken  well  of  by  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  they  gave 
him,  I  believe,  a  Certincate  when  he  left.  He  came  to  Town  for  the  Purpose  of 
being  a  Candidate  for  a  more  extensive  Union  near  London. 

You  saw  Mr.''  Ward,  and  saw  his  Testimonials  ? 
I  did.  7 

Did 
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Did  you  know  him  before  ?  ^.  ^,,^^  ^ 

1  never  s^w  him  in  my  Life,  nor  had  any  Knowledge  of  him.  — — 

Did  you  see  a  certain  Card  which  had  been  printed  by  him  at  Newcastle  ^ 
No ;  I  have  not  the  slightest  Recollection  of  that.    I  recollect  only  once 
having   seen   it ;   that   was  in   the  House   of  a  Gentleman  I  was    visiting, 
Mr.  Strangeway's,  now  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board  ;    that  was  after   the 
Election.  1  have  no  Idea  of  having  seen  it  at  the  Time. 

It  is  stated  that  that  Card  was  delivered  in  to  be  put  before  the  Guardians 
as  one  of  his  Testimonials  ? 

It  is  a  very  usual  Thing,  when  Persons  are  Candidates  for  any  Situation  at 
the  Board  of  Guardians,  to  distribute  Cards  to  the  different  Persons  whom  they 
canvass  for  their  Support  j  but  I  feel  confident,  fully  confident,  that  that  Card 
was  never  read  at  the  Board  as  a  Testimonial,  or  ever  considered  in  the  Light 
of  a  Testimonial  of  Mr.  Ward. 

You  feel  confident  it  was  not  read  at  the  Board  ? 

I  feel  perfectly  confident  of  it,  and  that  I  never  saw  it  at  the  Board,  because 
of  my  being  so  much  struck  with  it  when  I  saw  it  Two  Months  afterwards  j  I 
recollect  laughing  at  it. 

Why  did  you  laugh  at  it  ? 

Because  it  is  not  usual  for  Gentlemen  who  leave  Cards  to  put  down  so  much 
about  their  Profession  as  was  put  down  upon  this  Card,  and  on  that  Ground 
I  took  notice  of  it }  but  I  think  I  can  say  positively  I  never  saw  the 
Card  until  I  saw  it  at  Mr.  Strangeway's  Two  or  Three  Months  after  the 
Election. 

Did  you  understand,that  that  had  been  left  as  a  Visiting  Card  ? 
I  saw  it  in  Mr.  Strangeway's  Drawing  Room  in  a  little  Basin  or  China  Dish, 
where  Cards  are  usually  deposited. 

Was  it  a  small  Card  ? 

It  was  a  small  Card.  It  was  something  about  Newcastle,  and  I  think  as  to 
Attendance  on  the  Poor  gratis.  I  presume  that  Mr.  Ward  had  called  on 
Mr.  Strangeway's,  and  had  left  his  Card. 

You  observe  that  there  are  Two  Cards  in  the  Letter  Book ;  was  it  the  second 
you  saw  ?  • 

Yes ;  the  small  one  j  I  do  not  think  I  ever  saw  the  other  j  but  it  did  not 
make  any  Impression  upon  my  Mind,  except  that  I  did  not  think  Medical 
Persons  used  Cards  of  that  Description. 

What  other  Person's  Card  did  it  look  like  ? 

It  looked  like  the  Card  of  a  Person  coming  into  a  Neighbourhood  and 
seeking  Practice ;  I  have  seen  this  Card  since  in  this  Book,  but  the  large  Card 
is  not  the  one  I  saw  at  Mr.  Strangeway's. 

That  Card  was  never  brought  to  your  Notice  ? 
No. 

It  was  not  brought  to  your  Notice  at  the  Time  of  the  Election  ? 
Certainly  not 

At  the  Time  of  the  Choice  of  the  Medical  Officers  did  you  recommend  to  the 
Board  to  make  some  Inquiry  as  to  the  previous  Life  and  Conduct  of  the  Party 
who  applied  ? 

No,  I  did  not 

Did  not  you  think  that  when  you  were  bringing  a  Stranger  into  the  District 
to  take  charge  of  the  Paupers  it  would  be  desirable  to  know  something  of  the 
previous  Conduct  or  Life  of  the  Person,  and  how  far  his  Statement  of  the 
Situations  he  had  filled  was  true  ? 

It  may  be  desirable ;  but  as  Governor  of  an  Hospital,  where  I  have  been  called 
to  vote  for  a  Candidate  where  the  Custody  of  the  Poor  was  concerned, 
especially  Chichester  Hospital,  to  which  I  was  a  Subscriber  and  Governor,  at 
the  Election  for  the  Office  of  House  Surgeon,  I  only  looked  at  the  Medical 
Qualification,  and  the  Gentleman  was  elected  without  any  Inquiry  into  his 
moral  Character. 
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R.  male,  Esq.         Was  not  he  a  Gentleman  known  in  the  Neighbourhood  ? 

No ;  he  was  a  perfect  and  entire  Stranger.    There  was  another  Gentleman, 

who  had  great  Interest  in  the  Neighbourhood,  and  was  connected  with  the 
Neighbourhood,  who  was  rejected  in  consequence  of  this  Gentleman's  superior 
Testimonials  as  a  Medical  Man ;  and  a  highly  respectable  Man  he  turned 
out  to  be. 

That  Gentleman  was  elected  to  be  House  Surgeon  ? 
Yes. 

In  Chichester  Hospital  does  the  House  Surgeon  live  in  the  House? 
He  does. 

Was  not  that  Person  known  in  any  Degree  to  any  of  the  Governors  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  he  was.  I  went  perfectly  unprejudiced  to  the  Board; 
I  was  very  actively  engaged  ;  I  came  just  in  Time  for  the  Election,  and  voted 
for  the  Candidate  whom  I  thought  best  qualified. 

That  was  the  Reason  for  your  not  thinking  it  necessary  to  inauire  into  the 
Circumstances  of  Mr.  Ward's  previous  Life,  or  the  Truth  of  the  Matters  stated 
upon  his  Card  ? 

I  never  saw  the  Card ;  therefore  I  could  not  have  inquired  in  consequence  of 
that. 

Did  Mr.  Ward  state  at  the  Time,  independently  of  the  Production  of  his 
Testimonials,  any  of  the  Circumstances  with  respect  to  the  Particulars  that  were 
written  upon  that  Card  ? 

I  have  not  read  the  Card. 

Did  he  state  tliat  he  was  a  Licentiate  of  Leyden  ? 
•  He  did.     It  is  only  since  this  Inquiry  I  have  disct)vered  he  was  not  a 

Licentiate  of  Leyden  ;  the  Moment  that  came  to  my  Knowledge  I  stated  to 
him  that  he  degraded  himself  by  such  a  Misrepresentation. 

Did  he  state  that  he  was  Consulting  Surgeon  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  for  the 
Diseases  of  Children  ? 

I  never  heard  of  that.  He  stated  that  he  was  Consulting  Surgeon  of  some 
Lying-in  Hospital,  or  some  Maternity  Society,  and  produced  a  Testimonial  to 
that  Effect. 

Had  you  any  Conversation  with  him  about  the  Infirmary  for  Children  ? 

No. 

You  do  not  know  any  of  the  Circumstances  attending  that  ? 
No,  not  the  least. 

Those  Circun>stances  were  not  stated  to  the  Board  ? 

No ;  I  am  sure  I  should  have  recollected  them  if  they  had  been. 

Do  not  you  think  it  would  have  been  as  well  if  a  Letter  had  been  written  to 
Newcastle  to  inquire  about  him  ? 

He  stated  that  he  had  been  a  very  short  Time  in  Newcastle ;  that  he  had  been 
generally  in  London.  It  struck  me  that  there  were  more  Testimonials  pre- 
sented to  the  Board  of  Guardians  than  he  has  produced  here ;  I  think  there 
was  one  from  Mr.  Abernethy  j  they  were  Certificates  of  his  Skill  and  Ability 
as  a  Medical  Man. 

Did  you  know  of  his  being  ordered  since  he  became  a  Medical  Officer  to 
examine  Charlotte  Allen  ? 
No ;  I  know  nothing  of  that. 

Is  it  the  usual  Practice  in  those  Unions  of  which  you  are  Assistant  Com- 
missioner for  the  Surgeon  of  the  Workhouse  to  attend  on  Board  Days  ? 
It  is  in  some  Unions,  but  not  in  others. 

You  do  not  make  a  point  of  recommending  that  he  should? 

No,  I  do  not  In  the  Taunton  Union  almost  all  the  Surgeons  who  reside  in 
the  Neighbourhood  attend  on  some  Part  of  the  Day  the  Board  meet,  but  there 
is  no  Rule  ;  if  the  Board  of  Guardians  desire  to  confer  with  the  Medical  Men 
they  send  for  them. 
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Have  you  learnt  that  those  Boards  (^  i  diirtiufls  have  I  aJ  great  DiflSculty  in     ^'  WeaU,  Esq. 
getting  the  Medical  Men  to  give  the  AtierH:a..:;e  they  nisi  Cvi  ?  -— — ^-. 

No,  I  have  not. 

Would  it  not  be  il.  -c^.ble  that  it  should  )o  u  Condition  that  the  Medical 
Men  should  attend  tiu,  ':.  ard  every  Boar(l  1) » )  ? 

^  I  think  it  would  Le  lesirablt.^ ;  but  if  yoi.  tuv'*  a  Mtdicul  Gentleman  in  exten- 
sive Practice  it  i^  ;ihn:/sr  impossible  lie  cm  ho  command  his  Time  as  to 
attend. 

You  must  increr.  ^e  his  c^jSai  y  if  they  requiie  tiiat  ? 

Not  only  must  u  en  aso  pis  Salary,  but  J  tW\r\v.  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
for  a  Medical  Gei.it  i::.;a  to  bind'  ^nni'^clf  lo  Legend  dnang  Two  and  Three 
Hours  in  the  Moi.h  'r. 

Are  you  satisfied  you  can  obtain  all  the  Information  you  require  with  respect 
to  the  State  of  the  Workhouse  merely  from  the  Medical  OflScer's  Book  ? 

If  the  Medical  Officers  were  to  keep  their  Books  properly  we  should  ; 
and  there  is  the  Means  for  giving  every  Information,  for  it  is  not  merely  their 
Visiting  Book  they  are  required  to  keep,  but  a  Register  of  Mortality  and 
Sickness. 

Do  you  find  in  point  of  fact  that  they  are  so  kept  as  to  give  you  all  the 
Information  you  require  ? 

They  have  not  been  so  kept  in  every  Instance,  The  Auditor  of  the  West 
Somersetshire  Union  at  my  Direction,  I  think  about  Christmas  last,  went 
through  all  the  Medical  Men's  Books,  and  a  positive  Order  was  issued  that 
they  must  be  more  particular  in  keeping  their  Books  than  they  had  formerly 
been. 

Have  you  found  that  that  has  answered  the  Purpose  ? 
The  Auditor  tells  me  the  Books  are  much  more  regularly  kept ;  but  I  have 
not  been  at  Bridgwater  since  to  see  how  that  is. 

Have  you  looked  at  Mr.  Ward's  Books? 

They  appear  to  me,  so  far  as  I  have  seen,  to  be  kept  regularly. 

Are  you  satisfied  that  by  that  Means  you  can  get  at  the  real  State  of  the 
Workhouse  ? 

I  think  we  can  with  these  Books  and  the  Visiting  Bpok,  if  it  is  regularly 
kept 

Do  you  find  Difficulty  in  getting  the  Visiting  Book  regularly  kept? 

There  is  a  Difficulty,  for  in  some  Unions  they  meet  only  in  the  Morning  of 
the  Board  Day,  and  they  might  almost  as  well  stay  away.  I  think  there  is  a 
Spirit  in  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  attend  to  it  more  than  they  did. 

Would  it  not  be  a  more  satisfactory  Mode  of  Proceeding  if  the  Medical 
Officer  attending  the  House  was  required  to  attend  the  Board  every  Board 
Day,  though  it  might  render  it  necessary  to  give  him  some  additional  Salary  ? 

I  think  it  would  be  desirable  that  he  should  attend  the  Board  ;  but  if  he  did 
not  do  that  he  should  send  in  a  more  lengthened  Report  every  Week ;  and  it 
has  occurred  to  me  since  this  Inquiry  that  that  is  an  Order  I  shall  get  issued, 
that  all  the  Medical  Men  shall  send  in  a  more  detailed  Report. 

Have  you  found  that  the  Medical  Returns  have  been  incorrect  ? 

I  have,  occasionally,  where  there  have  been  112  or  114  Cases ;  I  have  found 
the  Medical  Men  have  returned  the  wrong  Day  of  Attendance  j  that  they 
have  put  in  one  Day  for  another.  The  Medical  Books,  as  I  stated,  were  not 
so  kept  in  West  Somerset  as  to  satisfy  me  j  and  in  consequence  of  that  I 
directed  the  Auditor  very  shortly  before  I  came  to  London  (therefore  I  have 
not  had  an  Opportunity  of  seeing  the  Result  of  the  Direction)  to  request  the 
Medical  Men  to  be  more  correct  in  keeping  their  Books. 

Have  you  remonstrated  with  the  Medical  Men  on  the  Subject  of  their 
Books  ? 

Yes;   when. I  have  been  at  Boards  of  Guardians  1  have   done  so  when  I 

have  seen  it  necessary  j  but  in  consequence  oi  what  I  have  observed  I  have 

thought  it  desirable  to  direct  the  Auditor  to  see  that  it  is  done^  and  to  say 
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that  the  Medical  Men  shall  not  have  their  Salaries  paid  till  they  are  made  up 
properly. 

Are  they  not  inaccurate  in  more  respects  than  the  one  you*  have  mentioned, 
in  not  being  correct  in  the  Days ;  have  the  Diseases  been  properly  described  ? 

Really  I  have  not  had  Time  to  go  through  the  Medical  Books  to  examine 
into  them  ;  I  have  always  presumed  the  Medical  Men  were  correct.  In  my 
extensive  District  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  do  it. 

Have  you  Medical  Knowledge  enough  to  enable  you  to  ascertain  whether 
they  are  correct  ? 
Certainly  I  have  not. 

Is  that  now  shown  you  your  Appointment  ? 

This  is  the  first  Appointment  I  had,  which  was  for  Two  Years ;  it  expired  on 
the  11th  of  July  1837.  If  your  Lordships  wish  for  my  subsequent  Appointment 
I  have  it,  and  that  is  the  Oath  I  have  taken  before  a  Judge. 

The  same  are  read,  as  follow  : 

We,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales,  in  pursuance  of  the  Power 
given  to  us  in  this  Behalf  under  or  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  made  and  passed  in  the 
Fourth  and  Fifth  Years  of  His  present  Majesty  King  William  the  Fourth,  intituled  «*  An 
Act  for  the  Amendment  and  better  Administration  of  the  Laws  relating  to  the  Poor  in 
England  and  Wales,*'  do  hereby  appoint  Robert  Weale  of  Ashfield,  in  the  Parish  of  Mid- 
hurst,  in  the  County  of  Sussex,  Esquire,  to  be  an  Assistant  Commissioner  for  the  Term  of 
Two  Years,  to  be  computed  from  the  Date  hereof:  And  we  do  hereby  delegate  to  the  said 
Robert  Weale  the  like  Powers  and  Authorities  of  inquiring  into  all  Matters,  Questions, 
and  Things  relating  to  the  Poor  and  their  Relief,  and  of  requiring  Answers  and  Returns  as 
to  any  such  Matters,  Questions,  and  Things,  and  of  requiring  and  enforcing  the  Production 
upon  Oath  of  Books,  Contracts,  Agreements,  Accounts,  and  Writings,  or  Copies  thereof 
respectively,  as  are  vested  in  us  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  said  Act.  In  testimony  whereof 
we  hereunto  set  our  Hands  and  affix  our  Seal  this  Eleventh  Day  of  July,  in  the  Year  of 
our  Lord  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-five. 

(l.  s.)        T.  Frankland  Lewis. 
Geo.  Nicholls. 

I,  Robert  Weale,  do  swear,  that  Iwill  faithfully,  impartially,  and  honestly,  according  to 
the  best  of  my  Skill  and  Judgment,  execute  and  fulfil  all  the  Powers  and  Duties  of  an 
Assistant  Commissioner  under  an  Act  passed  in  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Years  of  the  Reiga 
of  King  William  the  Fourth,  intituled  ^^  An  Act  for  the  Amendment  and  better  Adminis- 
tration of  the  Laws  relating  to  the  Poor  in  England  and  Wales/' 

Rob.  Weale. 
Sworn   at   Seijeants   Inn,    Chancery   Lane,  this 
Eleventh  Day  of  July  1885,  before  me, 

J.  T.  COLERIOGE. 

You  recommended  the  Guardians  to  advertise  for  Medical  Attendants 
when  a  Difficulty  arose  as  to  an  Arrangement  with  the  former  Surgeons? 

Yes ;  and  I  recommended  them  to  advertise,  not  with  certain  Salaries,  but 
with  Tenders,  in  the  first  instance ;  but  the  Guardians  did  not  fall  in  with  that 
Idea  of  Tender,  they  advertised  with  Salaries. 

Did  you  do  that  from  your  own  Motion,  or  from  the  Direction  of  the 
Commissioners  above  ? 

The  Commissioners  approved  of  the  Course  I  took.  In  one  of  their  Letters 
they  say  to  me,  "  I  am  further  directed  to  state  the  Commissioners  Opinion, 
that  should  you!  fail  to  effect  a  satisfactory  Adjustment  of  this  Question 
Tenders  for  Medical  Relief  should  be  advertised  for,  and  Steps  taken  to  secure 
competent  Attendance  on  the  sick  Paupers;**  that  is  from  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  to  me. 

The  Recommendation  originated  in  that  Letter  ? 

I  am  not  sure  whether  I  might  have  stated  that  that  was  the  Course  I  should 
have  pursued,  but  this  is  a  Letter  to  me. 

Is  not  the  Date  of  the  Letter  subsequent  to  the  Day  on  which  you  gave  your 
Advice  to  the  Board  ? 

It  is  not }  it  is  dated  the  2Sd  of  June,  and  I  attended  at  Bridgwater  on 
the  23d. 

Is 
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Is  it  consistent  with  your  Duty  to  advise  in  th©  Selection  or  to  examine     ii.  WedU,  E&q. 
into  the  Qualifications  of   the    Medical   Men    before  the  Guardians   make  ' 

Arrangements  and  Agreements  with  them  ? 

No,  certainly  not ;  the  Commissioners  have  a  Veto  upon  the  Appointment ; 
and  if  any  Objections  reach  my  Ears,  or  should  reach  the  Ears  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, as  to  the  Conduct  or  Character  of  any  Individual  appointed  to  an 
OflSce,  they  would  not  sanction  the  Appointment  so  made. 

Previous  to  the  Appointment  of  a  Medical  Man,  Mr.  Ward  for  instance,  it 
was  not  incumbent  on  you  to  inquire  into  his  Qualification  in  any  Degree? 
Certainly  not. 

With  respect  to  Tenders,  have  you  ever  in  your  Experience  found  that  the 
Medical  Men  were  very  averse  to  the  System  of  Tender? 

I  think  I  stated  on  my  first  Examination  that,  finding  it  was  a  System  the 
Medical  Men  thought  derogatory  to  themselves,  I  was  extremely  happy  when 
I  could  discover  any  other  Means  of  securing  Medical  Men  than  by  those 
Means  which  are  disagreeable  to  themselves. 

That  Feeling  has  been  pretty  universal  anong  Medical  Men,  has  it  not  ?. 
It  has. 

Have  you  any  Means  of  ascertaining  what  has  been  the  whole  Expenditure 
of  the  Bridgwater  Union  ? 

The  gross  Expenditure  for  that  Year  of  the  whole  Union  was  10,401/.  j  the 
previous  Expenditure  was  13,378i,  a  Deduction  of  2,986/. 

How  many  Unions  are  there  in  your  District  ? 

I  have  formed  Thirty-eight  Unions  myself,  and  I  have  now  Thirty-seven 
Unions  under  my  Charge. 

Do  you  know  the  gross  Population  of  your  District  ? 
Yes  J  the  gross  Population  of  my  District  is  844,640. 

In  that  Extent  of  District  would  it  be  possible  for  you  to  attend  all  the 
Meetings  of  the  Guardians  ? 

If  I  can  attend  once  in  a  Quarter  it  is  quite  as  much  as  I  am  enabled  to  do. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  indulged  if  I  state  shortly  the  Extent  of  my  District  and  of 
my  Labours  from  the  2d  of  August  18S5  to  the  Slst  of  March  1838  in  the 
Service  of  the  Commissioners.  I  have  travelled  15,285  Miles ;  I  have  attended 
Thirty-nine  large  Meetings,  for  the  Purpose  of  forming  Unions;  I  have  formed 
Thirty-eight  Unions;  I  have  united  906  Parishes,  with  a  Population  of 
844,640,  an  Average  Expenditure  of  346,734/. ;  I  have  attended  451  Meetings 
c^  the  different  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  I  have  visited  at  other  Times 
103  Unions. 

Do  you  make  a  Practice  of  visiting  the  Workhouses  ? 

Yes ;  it  is  my  invariable  Practice,  if  I  am  not  prevented  by  reason  of  other 
Business. 

When  you  were  directed  to  make  an  Inquiry  into  the  Matters  stated  in  the 
Pamphlet  of  the  Medical  Men  did  any  Medical  Persons  offer  themselves  to  be 
examined  ? 

During  the  whole  of  the  First  Day  we  considered  the  Pamphlet  as  anonymous  ; 
we  did  not  know  who  the  Author  of  it  was ;  on  the  Second  Day  that  the  Board 
of  Guardians  met  Three  or  Four  Medical  Gentlemen  addressed  a  Note,  avowing 
themselves  the  Authors  of  that  Pamphlet,  and  stating  that  they  would  come 
forward  to  prove  its  Contents. 

You  were  understood,  on  your  former  Examination,  to  say  that  you  did  not 
choose  to  examine  them,  feeling  that  it  would  not  have  been  correct  to  extract 
from  them  on  Oath  Matters  which  might  become  material  elsewhere  on  an 
Action  for  a  Libel,  and  so  on  ? 

I  did. 

Had  not  you  an  Offer,  on  the  Part  of  the  Persons  to  be  examined,  to  waive 
any  Objection  of  that  Kind? 

Those  Individuals  who  were  the  Authors  of  this  Pamphlet  were  not  Wit- 
nesses of  any  Fact,  or  any  thing  connected  with  it ;  they  were  not  the  Medical 
Officers,  or  the  Persons  concerned.  I  am  not  aware  that  any  Medical  Officer 
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R. fVeale^ Esq.     offered  himsolf  to  be  examined;   those  Three  Gentlemen  were  not  Medical 
Officers, 

Supposing  some  M  the  Medical  Men  to  be  the  Authors  of  the  Pamphlet, 
why  did  you  not  examine  some  of  those  who  were  not  the  Authors  of  the 
Pamphlet  ? 

Because  it  was  avo\ived  to  be  the  Production  of  a  Medical  Association,  and 
all  the  Medical  Gentlemen  w.re  niixed  up  with  that  Association. 

If  they  offered  themsLives  to  be  examined  what  Harm  could  there  be  in 
examining  them  ? 

I  should  have  been  constantly  obliged  to  guard  them  against  committing 
themselves  j  Evidence  ro  extracted  would  have  been  no  Evidence  at  all,  in  my 
Opinion.  I  should  have  been  obliged  to  warn  them  not  to  commit  themselves; 
•  and  I  conceived  I  should  be  adopting  the  wiser  and  safer  Course  of  the  Two 
if  I  took  their  Statement  as  being  their  Case,  and  sending  it  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, with  the  Answer  to  it,  drawing  my  own  Inference  upon  the  Balance  of 
Testimony. 

Supposing  you  took  their  Statement  as  proved,  you  took  Evidence  to  impugn 
that  Statement  ? 
I  did. 

Does  not  it  occur  to  you  that  when  you  took  Evidence  to  inapugn  the 
Statement  of  another  Person,  that  Person  should  be  present,  to  have  the  Power 
of  examining  those  Witnesses  you  had  before  you  ? 

The  Course  I  pursued  appeared  to  me  the  proper  Mode  of  Inquiry  ;  and  I 
trust  I  shall  not  be  considered  guilty  of  Disrespect  if  I  say  that  I  followed  the 
Superior  Court  of  the  Realm  in  its  Practice ;  for  the  Gentlemen  who  have 
been  charged  here  have  not  had  an  Opportunity  of  cross-examining  the  Wit- 
nesses against  them.  I  considered  this  a  mere  Inquiry  for  the  Purpose  of 
informing  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  I  never  expected  that  Report 
would  have  gone  beyond  the  Commissioners ;  it  was  merely  an  Expression  of 
my  Opinion  foi\the  Satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners. 

The  Difference  between  your  Inquiries  and  that  of  the  Committee  is,  that 
the  Committee  do  not  take  the  Facts  to  be  proved^  but  examine  both  Parties, 
and  it  is  for  the  Satisfaction  of  the  House  alone ;  but  here  you  say  you  took  the 
Statement  of  one  Side  as  proved ;  you  then  examined  Witnesses  to  disprove 
it,  and  the  Parties  who  had  made  this  Statement  had  no  Opportunity  of  cross- 
examining  the  Witnesses  called  to  disprove  their  Statement  ? 

As  I  stated  the  other  Day,  when  the  Medical  Men  sent  this  Pamphlet  into 
the  World  they  gave  the  Guardians  no  Opportunity  of  examining  into  it; 
they  sent  their  Pamphlet  into  the  wide  World.  My  Report  was  sent  to  the 
Guardians  only  as  the  Evidence  I  had  taken. 

Do  you  think  a  Proceeding  of  that  Kind  could  be  satisfactory  in  any  Degree 
to  the  Medical  Officers,  or  were  you  surprised  that  they  should  be  dissati^ed 
with  an  Examination  of  that  Kind  ? 

I  am  sure  they  would  not  be  satisfied  with  any  Examination  I  should  make; 
I  am  quite  certain  of  that. 

That  is  an  Inference  you  draw  from  their  previous  Conduct ;  but  supposing 
yourself  placed  under  the  same  Circumstances,  should  you  be  satisfied  that  that 
was  a  fair  Examination  ? 

I  think,  while  the  Depositions  were  taken  in  the  Manner  they  were,  that 
it  was  fair  to  set  the  one  against  the  other ;  it  was  a  counter  Statement ;  and  I 
stated  in  my  Report  to  the  Commissioners  the  Reason  I  had  not  examined  the 
Medical  Men. 

What  was  that  Reason  ? 

That  I  did  not  like  to  call  before  me  the  Writers  of  an  anonymous  Pamphlet 
to  verify  their  Statement  on  Oath. 

Should  not  you  have  given  the  Medical  Men  an  Opportunity  of  taking  an 
OWection  to  their  giving  Evidence  as  in  a  Court  of  Justice  ? 

1  beg  to  say  I  do  not  sit  judicially,  unless  to  inquire  into  the  Conduct  of  any 
Officer,  because,  in  the  Event  of  his  being  found  guilty  of  any  Act  of  Neglect 
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or  Misconduct,  I  should  recommend  Punishment  to  that  Officer.  I  recommend     R.  WeaU,  Esq. 

that  the  Commissioners  should  exercise  their  Power  and  dismiss  him  on  every  ■ 

Occasion  of  that  Sort.   I  have  in  all  such  Instances  given  the  Persons  accused 

an  Opportunity  of  attending  before  me,  and  cross-examining  the  Witnesses  who 

speak  against  them,  and  producing  Witnesses  in  their  Defence.    I  drew  this 

Distinction  in  the  present  Case.  Whether  your  Lordships  think  it  wisely  drawn 

or  not,  it  was  an  honest  Opinion  of  my  own,  that  I  was  best  performing  my  Duty 

in  giving  the  Commissioners  a  Statement  of  what  the  Guardians  had  to  say  in 

answer  to  Charges  made  against  them.     I  took  the  Evidence  and  sent  it  up  to 

them. 

You  conceived  it  was  merely  an  Inquiry  for  the  Satisfaction  of  the  Com- 
missioners ? 

I  did  ;  and  ray  Report  would  have  never  reached  the  Public  had  your  Lord- 
ships not  called  for  it. 

Would  not  the  Commissioners  have  been  better  satisfied  if  they  had  heard 
what  those  Gentlemen  had  to  say  in  answer  to  the  Evidence  taken  ? 

The  Commissioners  had  heard  what  those  Gentlemen  had  to  say  in  their 
Pamphlet. 

Do  you  know  that  the  Medical  Men  were  ready  to  be  examined  ? 

1  know  there  were  Three  Medical  Gentlemen,  Mr.  Jonathan  Toogood, 
Mr.  Axford,  and  Mr.  Haviland,  sent  into  the  Board  of  Guardians  offering  to 
substantiate  the  Charges. 

They  were  not  called  ? 

They  were  not.  This  was  an  Inquiry  by  the  Board  of  Guardians.  I  attended 
the  Board  myself,  and  the  Board  of  Guardians  refused  to  hear  the  Medical 
Gentlemen ;  they  took  the  Ground  I  took.  I  could  individually  have  after- 
wards examined  the  Medical  Gentlemen,  but  the  Majority  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians  refused  to  hear  them.  If  I  have  been  wrong  in  not  doing  so  I  do 
not  wish  to  screen  myself.  I  had  the  Power  of  doing  it  myself,  but  the  Board 
of  Guardians  being  decidedly  against  it  I  did  not  do  it. 

The  Board  of  Guardians  concurred  with  you  in  Opinion  ? 

Yes ;  Three  to  One.  At  the  very  Time  I  sent  up  my  Report  to  the  Com- 
missioners I  drew  their  Attention  to  the  Fact  that  I  had  not  examined  the 
Medical  Men ;  and  if  they  had  been  of  a  different  Opinion  they  would  have 
immediately  sent  back  the  Report  to  me  with  their  Direction. 

The  Object  of  the  Inquiry  was  to  ascertain  what  could  be  said  in  answer  to 
the  Accusation^  was  not  it  ? 
It  was. 

And  you  examined  those  Persons  to  know  what  they  could  say  in  answer 
to  the  Accusation  ? 
Yes. 

Does  it  not  strike  you  that  it  would  have  been  very  possible  that  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  might  have  ordered  those  Gentlemen  to  be  prosecuted  for 
a  Libel  ? 

They  might,  if  it  was  considered  a  libellous  Pamphlet 

It  would  in  that  Case  have  been  very  unfair  to  have  examined  them  upon 
those  Facts  ? 

Yes }  and  your  Lordships  may  perhaps  be  aware  that  one  of  my  Colleagues 
has  been  censured  for  doing  that  which  I  have  not  done,  and  it  has  been  the 
Subject  of  Complaint  against  him  for  having  done  it. 

You  refer  to  a  Case  in  Cumberland  ? 
I  do. 

In  that  Case  there  was  no  Tender  on  the  Part  of  the  Person  to  be  examined  ? 
No ;  there  was  not  in  that  Case. 

You  have  already  stated  your  Reasons  for  not  examining  the  Medical 

Men  in  support  of  the  Allegations  made  in  that  Pamphlet ;  would  the  same 
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R.iVeaU,  Esq.     Objections  have  existed  in  your  Mind  as  to  examining  them  to  the  Truth  of 

the  Allegations  made  by  that  Pamphlet  against  the  Board  of  Guardians? 

Certainly ;  just  the  same. 

Was  not  it  likely  that  the  Result  of  this  Inquiry  might  be  that  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  might  in  some  Measure  interfere  with  the  Guardians  so  that 
those  Gentlemen  might  not  be  re-appointed  to  the  Districts  ? 

The  Gentlemen  were  appointed,  and  had  entered  into  Contracts  for  the 
ensuing  Year,  and  there  was  no  Complaint  of  any  of  those  Gentlemen  for 
writing  that  Pamphlet  that  induced  me  to  recommend  that  they  should  be 
discharged. 

Might  not  the  Commissioners  have  recommended  their  Discharge,  if  they  had 
thought  that  those  Gentlemen  had  been  guilty  of  Combination  ? 

Then  I  should  have  exactly  come  to  the  Position  I  have  mentioned  to  your 
Lordship  ;  I  should  have  been  sitting  judicially,  and  should,  before  I  presumed 
to  have  recommended  to  the  Commissioners  to  take  that  Course,  have  allowed 
them  to  be  examined. 

From  the  Formation  of  the  Union  in  May  1836,  to  March  1837,  can  you 
state  how  many  Times  you  visited  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater  ? 

I  can  state  that  I  visited  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  on  the  12th  of  May, 
on  the  Slst  of  May  1836,  and  on  the  SOth  of  August  1836  ;  that  was  the  last 
Time  I  was  at  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  During  the  Prevalence  of  Diarrhoea^ oo 
the  24ih  of  January  1837  I  did  not  visit  the  Workhouse. 

On  the  Two  Days  in  May  the  new  Dietary  had  not  been  established  ? 
No ;  it  was  just  at  the  Formation  of  the  Union. 

It  was  established  in  July  or  August  in  that  Year  ? 
In  August,  I  think. 

Your  Third  Visit  was  immediately  subsequent  to  the  Introduction  of  the  new 
Dietary  ? 
It  was. 

At  that  Time  you  did  not  hear  any  Complaint  of  the  new  Dietary  ? 

No. 

When  you  were  there  on  the  24th  of  January  1837  why  did  you  not  visit 
the  Workhouse? 

On  the  20th  of  January  1837  I  was  ill  in  Bed  at  Wellington,  and  my  Clerk 
addressed  this  Letter  to  Mr.  Nicholls,  one  of  the  Commissioners :  *'  Sir,  I  am 
desired  by  Mr.  Weale  to  acknowledge  the  Receipt  of  your  Letter  of  the 
18th  Instant ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  inform  you  that  he  was  taken  ill  on  Monday 
last  with  the  Influenza,  and  was  Yesterday  obliged  to  take  to  his  Bed  at  this 
Place  ;  he  hopes,  however,  soon  to  recover,  and  he  will  then  reply  to  your 
Communication,  which  at  present  he  is  unable  to  do  in  consequence  of  Indis- 
position.** From  the  Thursday  till  the  Monday  Morning  I  kept  my  Bed,  in 
consequence  of  the  prevailing  Sickness,  according  to  the  Advice  of  the  Medical 
Attendant.  On  the  24th  I  got  up,  and  rode  in  my  Carriage  several  Miles  to 
ihe  Board  of  Guardians ;  but  I  was  so  ill  that  I  was  obliged  to  get  out  of  my 
Carriage  at  the  Door ;  I  could  not  possibly  walk  to  the  Workhouse. 

In  point  of  fact  from  the  Month  of  August  to  the  Month  of  March  you 
had  not  an  Opportunity  of  visiting  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  ? 
I  did  not  attend  again  till  the  19th  of  May. 

During  that  whole  Period  was  any  thing  stated  to  you  with  respect  to  any 
Diarrhoea  being  in  that  House  ? 
Certainly  not. 

Did  you  see  during  that  Time  a  Letter,  dated  the  25th  of  October,  from 
Mr.  King,  on  the  Subject  of  there  being  Diarrhoea  in  the  House,  and  proposing 
a  Change  of  Diet  for  the  Children? 

Not  being  at  Bridgwater  I  did  not.  I  had  no  Records  sent  me  from  the 
Guardians ;  I  knew  nothing  of  the  Diarrhoea  till  the  Minute  of  April  2Ist 
reached  me,  which  was  on  the  l6th  of  May. 
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If  the  Letter  of  the  25th  of  October  had  been  brought  to  your  Notice  should  ^-  ^^^'  ^*^* 
you  have  thought  it  your  Duty  to  have  visited  the  Workhouse,  and.to  have  seen  — — 
the  State  in  which  it  was  ? 

Undoubtedly,  The  very  Moment  any  Disease  is  known  to  prevail  in  any 
Workhouse  in  my  District,  or  in  any  Part  of  the  District,  I  have  thought  it  my 
Duty  to  inquire  into  it.  The  most  malignant  Disease  this  Country  has  been 
afflicted  with,  the  Cholera,  broke  out  in  one  of  my  Unions ;  immediately  on 
hearing  of  it  I  went  to  the  Village  where  it  prevailed,  and  to  the  Houses  where 
it  prevailed,  for  the  Purpose  of  instituting  an  Inc^uiry  into  the  Cause  of  the 
Disease^  going  in  that  Instance  beyond  the  Line  of  my  Duty. 

If  that  Letter  had  been  forwarded  to  you,  you  would  have  visited  the  Work- 
house, and  investigated  the  Cause  ? 

Undoubtedly.  I  consider  it  an  important  Part  of  the  Duty  of  an  As- 
sistant Poor  Law  Commissioner  to  visit  and  to  ascertain  the  State  of  the 
Workhouse. 

When  that  was  brought  to  your  Notice,  at  the  same  Time  a  Change  of  Dietary 
was  proposed  ? 
It  was. 

You  gave  your  Consent  to  a  Change  of  Dietary  ? 

I  received  the  Lettef  of  the  Clerk  dated  the  15th  of  May  on  the  l6th  of 
May,  about  Eight  o*Clock  at  Night,  at  Langport,  where  I  had  proposed  to 
remain  for  the  Night,  instead  of  which  I  got  into  mv  Carriage  and  proceeded 
to  Bridgwater,  where  I  arrived  about  Ten ;  I  sent  for  the  Clerk  at  that  Period 
of  the  Evening ;  I  said,  *^  Never  allow  this- Dietary  again  to  be  made  use  of; 
give  the  Paupers  any  thing  the  Guardians  recommend  till  the  Commissioners 
send  down  a  new  Dietary  under  Seal ;  I  will  be  responsible  for  your  Conduct.'* 
I  attended  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  the  Friday,  May  the  19th, 

You  had  no  Suspicion  up  to  that  Time  that  there  was  any  Diarrhoea  prevail- 
ing in  the  House  ? 

No ;  the  Clerk's  Letter  to  me  was  not  a  Letter  to  excite  any  Alarm  in  my 
Mind. 

Will  you  refer  to  that  Letter,  and  state  its  Contents  ? 

^'  Sir,  I  herewith  send  you  a  Copy  of  a  Resolution  passed  at  this  Board  on 
Friday  the  12th  Instant,  together  with  a  Dietary  Table  which  the  Board  are 
desirous  of  having  substituted  for  No.  3,  and  one  now  in  use,  and  which  I  am 
directed  by  the  Board  to  forward  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  for  their 
Approbation,  which  I  have  this  Day  done.  I  beg  to  state  that  the  Inmates  of 
the  Workhouse  have  not  been  generally  healthy  for  a  long  Time,  which  has 
been  attributed  in  some  Measure  to  the  present  Dietary,  and  that  it  is  con- 
sidered  that  the  one  proposed  to  be  substituted  is  better  adapted  to  the  Habits 
and  Customs  of  the  Poor  in  this  Neighbourhood  ;  that  it  will  be  less  expensive, 
and  better  for  their  Health,  in  which  the  Medical  Officer  concurs/'  The 
Moment  I  received  that  Letter,  on  the  same  Day  on  which  I  received  it,  I 
found  on  reaching  Bridgwater  the  amended  Dietary  had  been  used  since  the 
2:1st  of  April,  and  I  begged  the  Commissioners  Dietary  might  qever  be  had 
recourse  to  again. 

If  you  had  been  aware  what  the  State  of  the  People  in  the  Workhouse  was 
previously  to  that  do  you  conceive  you  would  have  thought  it  your  Duty 
to  have  recommended  an  Alteration  of  the  Dietary  ? 

Yes ;  I  should  have  gone  to  the  Workhouse,  and  instituted  an  Inquiry ;  and 
if  I  had  found  that  it  had  ip  any  Instance  been  surmised  that  the  Dietary 
produced  Disease  I  should  hav^  desirjed  it  not  to  be  continued.  I  have 
generally  stated  that  the  Commissioners  did  not  wish  to  bind  Boards  of  Guarp 
dians  down  to  the  Six  Diet  Tables,  but  that  they  may  take  that  which  was  the 
usual  Diet  of  the  Neighbourhood  ;  that  the  Tables  sent  by  the  Commissioners 
were  only  a  Scale  of  Diet,  and  that  they  might  be  varied  with  the  Sanction  of 
the  Commissioners. 

When  this  Dietary  was  established  there  was  a  Committee  appointed  to 

examine  the  Six  Dietaries,  and  to  recommend  the  one  which  they  thought  best ; 
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R.  fVeaie,  Esq.     but  they  Were  at  liberty  to  suggest  such  Dietary  as  they  conceived  best  adapted 
"~""~~^      to  the  Habits  of  the  People  ? 

Undoubtedly  ;  I  cannot  undertake  to  say  that  I  said  that  to  the  Bridgwater 
Board  of  Guardians,  but  I  have  generally  done  so. 

Have  you  found  that  there  was  a  Feeling  on  the  Part  of  the  Guardians  that 
there  would  be  a  DiflSculty  in  departing  from  the  Dietary  ? 
Not  at  all ;  I  have  never  encouraged  such  an  Idea. 

You  are  not  sure  that  you  ever  had  any  Communication  with  them  upon  that 
Subiect  ? 

When  I  attended  the  Board  on  the  following  Day  after  this  Communication 
to  me  on  the  Subject  of  the  Dietary  I  told  them  that  they  would  have  a  Diet 
Table  down,  I  had  no  Doubt,  from  the  Commissioners  in  the  next  Week,  and 
they  had  it. 

You  entertained  and  expressed  the  Idea  as  to  the  Dietary,  that  it  was  not 
like  the  Law  of  the  Medes  and  the  Persians,,  but  that  if  they  found  the  Dietary 
did  not  succeed  with  the  People  they  were  to  represent  it  to  the  Board  of 
Commissioners,  and  they  would  alter  it  ? 

I  do  not  believe  there  is  One  Union  in  my  District  in  which  I  have  not 
expressed  that  if  any  of  the  Six  Diet  Tables  were  not  found  to  suit  the  Habits 
and  Customs  of  difierent  People  they  might  be  varied.  A  great  many  Dietaries 
in  Somerset  have  been  changed  ;  they  are  extremely  fond  of  Potatoes,  and  have 
applied  for  an  Increase  of  Potatoes,  and  a  Decrease  of  Meat  and  other  Articles ; 
and  in  no  Instance  have  the  Commissioners  ever  refused  to  sanction  any 
Alteration  proposed  in  the  Dietary. 

Do  you  not  think  it  unfortunate  that  Communications  were  not  made  to  you 
from  the  Board  on  the  Subject  of  the  Dietary,  and  the  Differences  with  tlie 
Medical  Officers  ? 

I  should  have  been  very  happy  that  they  should  have  been  communicated ; 
but  tbe  Board  of  Guardians,  as  I  have  ascertained  from  many  of  its  most  active 
Members,  was  not  aware  of  the  Existence  of  the  Disease  to  any  thing  like  the 
Extent  that  has  been  represented ;  they  were  aware  that  the  Diarrhoea  pre- 
vailed }  but  if  your  Lordship  looks  over  the  Book  at  that  particular  Time 
(Oct  25),  you  will  not  find  many  Cases  of  Diarrhoea ;  the  Diarrhoea  at  the  Time 
prevailed  to  a  very  considerable  Extent  out  of  the  Workhouse. 

You  do  not  know  that  of  your  own  Knowledge? 

I  know  that  from  the  Returns  of  the  Medical  Officers.  I  know  there  were 
Nineteen  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  returned  by  the  Medical  Officers  out  of  the 
Workhouse  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  previous  to  there  being  One  Case  in  the 
Workhouse. 

Have  the  goodness  to  refer  to  that  Return  ? 

In  the  Bridgwater  District  there  were  Ten  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  returned  out 
of  the  Workhouse  before  there  was  One  in.  In  the  No.  4  District,  Mr.  Addi- 
son's, there  is  One ;  in  Mr.  Tilsley's  District,  One ;  and  in  Mr.  John  Evered 
Poole's,  Seven  ;  making  Nineteen  in  the  whole  Union. 

Have  you  ever  ascertained  that  any  of  the  Cases  out  of  the  Workhouse 
terminated  fatally  ? 

I  have  no  Means  of  ascertaining  that  j  there  is  no  Register  of  the  Deaths  of 
the  Out-door  Paupers. 

Have  you  ever  ascertained  how  far  Persons  said  to  be  affijcted  with  other 
Diseases  were  also  at  the  Time  affected  with  Diarrhoea  ? 

I  had  nothing  but  the  Medical  Men's  Books  to  refer  to ;  in  the  whole  there 
were  113  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  out  of  the  Workhouse  at  the  Time  the  Diarrhoea 
prevailed  in  the  Workhouse. 

Have  you  examined  the  Books  ? 

Yes ;  these  Extracts  are  taken  by  me  from  the  Books  j  I  will  give  the  Name 
of  every  Individual  extracted  from  the  Books; 

Have  you  looked  through  the  Books? 

I  have,  and  have  examined  every  Name  myself  with  the  Medical  Books. 

^  You 
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You  undertake  to  say  that  that  is  the  Result  of  the  Entries  which  will  l^e 
found  there  ? 
I  do,  positively. 

With  respect  to  Deaths  from  Diarrhoea,  have  you  inquired  how  far  there 
were  a  considerable  Number  of  Deaths  from  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
Yes  ;  I  have  an  Account  of  all  the  Deaths. 

Will  you  state  the  Dates  of  the  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  out  of  the  Workhouse? 

I  have  here  '*  Extracts  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  District  No.  1, 
comprising  the  Parishes  of  Bridgwater,  Chedzoy,  Wembdon,  Durleigh,  and 
Chilton  Trinity,  with  a  Population  of  8,833,  showing  the  Names  of  Paupers 
attended  for  Diarrhoea  from  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  to  the  2Sd  June 
1837.''  I  find  there  are  Ten  attended  by  the  Medical  Officer  for  Diarrhoea  in 
August  1836.  The  First  Attendance  in  the  Workhouse  is  on  the  2d  of 
September  1836.  There  were  Sixty-two  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  attended  by 
Mr.  King  from  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  to  June  1837  ;  that  is  taken 
from  the  Sick  Book. 

The  same  is  read  as  follows : 


R.  Weak,  Esq. 


BRIDGWATER   UNION. 

Extracts  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  District  No.  1 ,  comprising  the  Parishes  of 
Bridgwater*  Chedzoy,  Wembdon,  Durleigh,  and  Chilton  Trinity,  with  a  Population  of 
8,833^  showing  the  Names  of  Paupers  attended  for  Diarrhcea  from  the  Commencement 
of  the  Union  to  the  2Sd  June  1837. — Mr.  Abraham  King,  Medical  Officer. 


T 


No. 


Name  of  Pauper. 


Parish  in  which 
reading. 


Date  of  Attendance. 


1 

2 
3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 

11 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 

28 
29 
30 

31 
32 

33 


Hill,  Harriett 
Hogg,  Mary 
Trimer,  Samuel 
Duddridge,  Henry 
Parmer,  William 
Howe,  Ann 
Paddow,  Jane 
Bulpin,  Henry 
Morris,  Eliza 
Shield,  Thomas 

Duddridge,  Sophia 

Bond,  James 
Hill,  Mary  Ann 
Hill,  Grace 
Hill,  Thomas 
Hill,  John 
Hill,  Joseph 
Orabham,  Sarah 

Duddridge,  George 

Morle,  John 
Brice,  Francis 
Louis,  H. 

Long,  James 
Pepper,  Robert 
Durham,  Ann 
Barnes,  Ann 
Sealy,  Henry 

Morris,  Henry 
Lewis,  Henry 
Hembry,  Ann 

Mantle,  Mary 
Turner,  Hannah 

Turner,  Frederick 


37 
30 
50 

3 
30 

8 

3 

31 

11 

Months. 

9 

3 
10 

9 

7 

4 

3 
45 

16 

Months. 

41 

38 

4 

H 


11 
30 

37 
3 

32 
13 

H 


(151.34.) 


Bridgwater 
Stoke  St.  Gregory 
Bridgwater 

Ditto 

Ditto 


Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 
Broomfield 

Bridgwater 
Ditto 
Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto 

Ditto 

8  A  3 


1836— August  1,  4. 
1836— August  3,  4. 
1836— August  14,  15,  16. 
1836— August  16. 
1836— August  17. 
1836— August  21,  22,  26,  27. 
1836— August  23. 
1836— August  24,  25. 
1836— August  24. 
1836— August  3  K 

1836— September  13,  14,  15,  16, 

17,  18,  19. 
1836— September  14. 
1836— September  15,  16. 
1836— September  15,  16. 
1836— September  15,  16. 
1836— September  15,  16. 
1836— Septemlier  15,  16. 
1836— September  20,  21,  22,  24, 

26,  27,  28,  30. 
1836— September    27,   29,   30; 

October  1,  3. 
1836--October  1,2,4,6. 
1836— October  17, 18, 20,22, 24. 
1836— October  14,  15,  16,    17, 

18, 19,  21,  22,  24. 
1836— October  30. 
1836— November  3,  4,  6. 
1836— November  5,  7. 
1836— Novembers. 
1836— November  16,  17,  18,  19, 

20,  23,  26,  28. 
1836— November  23,  25,  26,  29. 
1836— November  25. 
1836— November  30;  December 

7,  10,  12. 
1836— December  14,  16,  17,  18. 
1836— December  30;  1837— Ja- 
nuary 1. 
1 836— December    30 ;     1 837— 
Januarv  I. 
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R.  Weak,  Etq. 


Pariflh  in  which 

-  — 

No. 

Name  of  Psuper. 

Age. 

residing. 

Date  of  Attendance 

34 

Turner,  Ann 

19 

Bridgwater 

1836— December    30;    1837- 
January  1. 

35 

Turner,  Joseph 

16 

Ditto 

1836— December    30;    1837- 
Jauuarv  1. 

36 

Roberts,  Betoy 

38 

Ditto 

l837-^anuary4,6,9,:i2,l4,15. 

37 

Caller,  William        -       • 

55 

Ditto 

1837— January  15,16,19,23. 

38 

Beale,  Eliza 

4 

Ditto 

1837— January  23. 

39 

Lewis,  Harriett      - 

15 

Ditto 

1837— Febniary2,3. 

40 

Baker,  Charies         -      - 

1 

Ditto 

1837— February  4. 

41 

Stone,  Charlotte     - 

15 

Ditto 

1837-February4,5,6. 

42 

Bulpin,  Charles 

li 

Ditto 

1837— February  4,  13. 

43 

Stoner,  George 

ir 

Ditto 

1837— February  4, 

44 

Bond,  Frederick       -      - 

3 

Ditto 

1837— February  7. 

4.5 

Matthews,  Cbariotte 

57 

Ditto 

1837— February  9. 

46 

Pepper,  Robert 

— 

Ditto 

1837— February  16. 

47 

Webber,  Ann 

61 

Ditto 

1837— February  27- 

48 

Newman,  Thomas 

18 

Ditto 

1837— February  27. 

49 

Price,  Edwin 

3 

Ditto 

1837— March  1. 

50 

Hill,  Maria 

30 

Ditto 

1837— March  11, 13,16. 

51 

Mounshire,  Mary      -  .     - 

^7 

Ditto 

1837— March  14,  15, 17,18,19, 
20,31;  April  2,  4. 

52 

Parker,  Mary        •          - 

2 

Ditto 

1837— March  19. 

53 

Carter,  Joseph 

37 

• 

1837-March21,22. 

54 

Crane,  Sarah,  junior 

20 

Ditto 

1837— March  22. 

55 

Pierce,  William      - 

32 

Ditto 

1837— March  28,  29. 

56 

Callayan,  Grace 

14 
Weeks. 

Ditto 

1837— April  12,  13. 

57 

Roman,  John 

25 

Ditto 

1837— April  12,  13,  14, 16. 

58 

Ashill,  Elizabeth       -      - 

53 

Chedzoy 

1837— April  13. 

59 

Googe,  Mary 

44 

Bridgwater 

1837— April  13. 

60 

Rowsell,  John 

80 

Ditto 

1837— April  15. 
1837— May  18. 

61 

Board,  Mary 

61 

Ditto 

62 

Rushton,  Mary  Ann 

3 

Ditto 

1837— May  26,  28, 30;  Jane  1. 

When  a  Lapse  of  more  than  a  Fortnight  has  occurred  in  the  Attendance  of  the  Medical  Officer  in 
any  Case  of  Diarrhoea,  and  the  same  Pauper  has  been  again  attended  for  the  same  CompkiDt,  the 
Name  has  been  re-entered  and  treated  as  a  fresh  Case.    One  such  Case  has  occurred  in  this  District 

The  Number  of  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  appears  to  haye  been  Sixty-two ;  the  Number  of  PersoDS  who 
suffered  from  it.  Sixty-one. 

I  have  the  same  Returns  for  the  other  Districts. 

The  same  are  read  as  follow  ; 

BRIDGWATER  UNION. 

Extracts  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse,  showing 
the  Names  of  Paupers  attended  for  Diarrhoea  from  the  Commencement  of  the  Unioii  to 
the  28d  of  June  1887.— Mr.  H.  N.  Tilsley^  Medical  Officer. 


No. 

Name  of  Psiiper. 

Age. 

Date  of  Attendanee. 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 

8 
,     9 

Owens,  John        ... 
Woolcott,  Thereza 
Woolcott,  Jane    •        .         - 
Gibbs,  Harriett 
Woolcott,  Elizabeth    - 
Bindon,  John    •        - 
Owens,  John        -          -       • 

Cobley,  John    -        - 
Bindon,  Harriett    •      -        . 

10 

3 

7 

5 
40 

5* 

1836-^eptember  12. 

1836— December  14, 15, 17, 19,  21,  24, 26,27. 

1836— December  14, 15, 17, 19,  21,24,26.27. 

1836— December  14, 15, 17, 19, 21,  24,  26, 27. 

1837 -January  11,13,14,16,20,21,23,24,30. 

1837— January  11,  13,  14,  16. 

1837— March  6,  7,  8,  9,  11.  12,  13,  14,15, 

16,  17. 
1837— March  4,  5,  6,  10. 
1837— March  25,  27,  28.  30,  31. 

BHIDG- 
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BRIDGWATER  UNION. 

Extracts  Trom  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  District  No.  2,  comprising  the  Parishes  of 
Huntspill,  Pawlet,  Puriton,  Bawdrip,  Cossington,  and  Wootlavington,  with  a  Population 
of  S,654»  showing  the  Names  of  Paupers  attended  for  Diarrhoea  from  the  Commencement 
of  the  Union  to  the  2Sd  of  June  1887*— Mr.  W.  L.  Caswell,  Medical  Officer. 


R.  fVeale,  Esq. 


Pariah  in  which 

No. 

Kame  of  Panper. 

Age. 

retidiog. 

Date  of  Attendance. 

1 

Viner,  Robert,  junior      - 

11 

Huntspill 

1836— September  28,  29;   Oc- 
tober K 

2 

Viner,  Mary 

40 

Ditto     . 

1836— October  12, 13, 15,18,21. 

3 

Wall's,  Mary.  Boy 

I 

Ditto        -     - 

1836— October  28,  29,  30,  31. 

4 

Martin,  Hannah     - 

69 

Ditto     - 

1837— January  12,  13,  16. 

5 

Moore,  Charles 

45 

Pftwlet        .      - 

1837— January  23,  24,  26,  28. 

6 

Viner,  Mary 

— 

Huntspill 

1837-^anuary24,  26,  28.      . 

7 

Pople,  Jane 

42 

Bawdrip 

1837— February  22,  25. 

8 

Cox,  Job        -        .       - 

7 

Huntspill 

1837— April  16,  19. 

9 

Cox>,  John,  Daughter    - 

11 

Ditto     . 

1837— April  14,  16,  19. 

10 

Reynolds,  Thomas 

74 

Pawlet        •      - 

1837— April  23,  25,  28;  May  2. 

11 

Wall's,  Mary,  Child         - 

2 

Huntspill 

1837— April  28,  29;  May  3. 

12 

Gould,  Mary 

"" 

Ditto     - 

1837— April  29;  May  1,  2,  3,  4. 

BRIDGWATER  UNION. 

ExTHACTS  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  District  No.  3,  comprising  the  Parishes 
of  Ashcott,  Shapwick,  Moorlinch,  Grenton,  Catcott,  Edington,  Chilton-upon-Polden, 
Stowell,  and  Sutton  Mallett,  with  a  Population  of  3,702,  showing  the  Names  of  Paupers 
attended  for  Diarrhoea  from  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  to  the  2Sd  of  June  18S7. — 
Mr.  Baruch  Toooood,  Medical  Officer. 


No. 

Name  of  Pauper. 

Age. 

iramn  m  wnion 
rending. 

1 

■ 

Adams,  Margaret 

24 

Shapwick 

1837— June  4,  8,  10,  12,  19. 

BRIDGWATER  UNION. 

Extracts  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  District  No.  4,  comprising  the  Parishes 
of  Middlezoy,  Othery,  Weston,  Zoyland^  and  Lyng,  with  a  Population  of  2,560,  showing 
the  Names  of  Paupers  attended  for  Diarrhoea  from  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  to 
the  28d  of  June  18S7. — Mr.  Joseph  Addison,  Medical  Officer. 


No. 

Name  of  Pauper. 

Age. 

Pkrish  in  which 
redding. 

Dateof  Atteodanoe. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

Brencer,  Anthony 
Pitman,  John 
Perratt,  Joan 
Martin,  Elizabeth 
Pitman,  Jacob 
Rogers^  Grace 

30 
64 
48 
34 
.80 

- 

1836— Augubt2 1,24,  27. 
1836— November  13. 
1837— February  14,  16. 
1837— March  5. 
1837— April  8. 
1837— May  22. 

n5i.34.) 


8  A  4 


BRIDG- 
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R.  Weak,  Esq. 


BRIDGWATER  UNION- 

ExTEACTS  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  for  District  Na  5,  comprising  the  Parishes  of 
North  Petherton,  Thurloxton,  Broomfield,  Gouthurst,  Enmore,  and  Michael  Chureb, 
with  a  Population  of  4,973,  showing  the  Names  of  Paupers  attended  for  Diarrhoea  from 
the  Commencement  of  the  Union  to  the  2Sd  of  June  1887.— Mr.  H.  N.  Tilsley,  Medical 
Officeri 


Na 

Name  of  Fsuper* 

Age. 

Parish  in  which 
residing. 

DateofAttoidaiioe. 

1 

Davey,  Charlotte    - 

30 

•                       a                       • 

1836— August  17- 

2 

Ingram^  John,  junior 

23 

... 

1836— Septembers,  12. 

3 

Miniee,  Henry 

28 

... 

1836— Octobers. 

4 

Baker, 

8 

•                       •                       • 

1836— October  31. 

5 

Chapman,  Francis 

35 

.                        .                       • 

1836— No?ember9,12, 14. 

6 

Allen,  Edith 

53 

-                        •                       • 

1836— November  11. 

7 

Cozens,  John,  Child 

6 
Months. 

•                       •                        • 

1836— December  21, 27. 

8 

Parsons,  Richard 

42 

... 

1837 — January  6. 

9 

Hoyle,  Charles 

4 

•                       •                        " 

1837— March   16,  19,  20,  21 
April  2, 3,  5,  6,  7. 

10 

Basket,  Eliza 

13 

•                        •                       " 

1837— April  6. 

BRIDGWATER  UNION. 

Extracts  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  District  Na  6f  comprisbg  the  Parishes 
of  Nether  Stowey,  Over  Stowey,  Asholt,  and  Fiddington,  with  a  Population  of  1,808, 
showing  the  Names  of  Paupers  attended  for  Diarrhoea  from  the  Commencement  of  the 
Union  to  the  2Sd  of  June  18S7. — Mr.  R.  R  Ruddock,  Medical  Officer* 


No. 

Name  of  Ftoper. 

Age. 

Pariihin  which 
redding. 

Date  of  Attcadtnee; 

1 

2 
3 

4 

5 
6 

7 
8 

Carter,  Mary 

Coles,  George 
Cull,  Harriet 
Davis,  Ann 

Were,  Ann 

Petherbridge,  Elizabeth  - 
Coles,  James 
Were,  Ann 

60 

2 

6 

16 

12 
40 
58 
10 

Of cr  Stowey 

Stowey      • 
Asholt 
Stowey     • 

Ditto 
Over  Stowey 
Fiddington 
Stowey      - 

1836— September  3,  5,  6,  7,& 

9  19* 
1836-^September  26. 
1836— November  28.29. 
1837— January  24,  25,  26,  38; 

February  4. 
1837— March  1. 
1837-March  7,  8,  11, 12. 14. 
1837— March  15.17,20,24,27. 
1837— May  16,  17,  19- 

BRIDGWATER  UNION. 

Extracts  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Return  of  District  No.  7f  comprising  the  Parisbes 
of  Cannington,  Otterhampten,  Stockland,  Bristol,  Spaxton,  Cbarlincb,  and  Edstock  and 
Beer,  with  a  Population  of  8,041,  showing  the  Names  of  Paupers  attended  for  Diarrket 
from  the  Commencement  of  the  Union  to  the  23d  of  June  1887. — Mr.  J.  E.  Pools, 
Medical  Officer. 


No. 

Name  of  Fn^cr. 

Age. 

Parish  in  which 
residiiig. 

BateofAttaidtfioAs 

•     1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

Powell,  Absolam 
Haymen,  William 
Haymen,  Elizabeth 
Haymen,  Charles 
Haymen,  Edwin 
Haymen,  Samuel 
Haymen,  Frederick 
Williams,  Mary 

67 
60 
40 
9 
7 
5 
3 

Spaxton 

1836-July29;  Aagust2. 
1836— July  30;  August  2. 
1836— August  2. 
1836— August  2. 
1836— August  2. 
1836— August  2. 
1836— August  2. 
1836— October  26. 
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Ho. 

Name  of  Pauper. 

Age. 

residing. 

Date  of  Attendance. 

9 

Bishop,  James 

33 

Edstock  and  Beer 

1836— November  22,  26;  Dc- 
cember  2. 

10 

Waterman,  Lewisa 

20 

Kilton 

1836— December  3,  10, 17,  26; 
1837— January  2  ,9,  12,  2L 

11 

Sedgbur,  Charlotte 

36 

Cannington 

1836— December  22,  ^4, 

12 

Woolcott,  Mary 

52 

Ditto 

1836— December  30. 

.-. 

— 

1837— January  ]. 

13 

Pridham,  Elonor 

43 

Ditto 

1836— December  31. 

— 

— 

1837— January  1,2,4,  7,  8,  12, 
14,  16,23. 

14 

Woolcott,  Jaoe 

7 

Charlinch 

1837— March  25,  26. 

R.  Weaky  Esq. 


Do  you  happen  to  know  amongst   what  Class   of  Persons  Mr.  Stradling, 
Mr.  Axford,  and  Mr.  Haviland  practised  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

The  Patients  in  the  Infirmary  would  be  the  same  Class  of  Persons, 
probably  ? 

I  do  not  think  there  are  many  Cases  of  Diarrhoea  sent  to  the  Hospital 
generally  j  but  I  would  not  pass  an  Opinion  upon  that,  for  I  do  not  know 
any  thing  on  the  Subject. 

After  the  Publication  of  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet  you  were  sent  down  to 
inquire  into  the  Matters  stated  in  that  Pamphlet  ? 

I  was.  It  is  not  that  Pamphlet  which  is  now  in  your  Lordship's  Hand, 
and  there  is  material  Difference  between  the  Two;  it  is  the  one  which  is 
inserted  in  the  printed  Papers  ;  it  was  the  Preface  of  the  Letter  to  the 
King. 

That  Preface  of  the  Letter  to  the  King  does  not  contain  the  Letter  from 
a  Gentleman  of  the  Name  of  Baker,  who  was  a  Guardian,  to  Mr.  Bowen, 
stating  certain  Facts  ? 

It  does  not ;  that  Letter  is  dated  some  Time  after  the  Inquiry. 

Did  you  know  any  thing  of  Mr.  Baker,  one  of  the  Visiting  Committee, 
having  been  in  the  habit,  from  his  Nearness  to  the  Workhouse,  of  attending 
very  much  to  it  ? 

No  ;  when  Mr.  Baker  came  up  the  other  Day  I  did  not  recollect  his 
Person  till  I  made  Inquiry  j  I  had  no  Knowledge  of  him. 

When  you  attended  did  you  inquire  who  were  the  Persons  who  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  attending  the  Workhouse  as  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

I  examined  the  Record  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  that  is,  the  Visitors  Book ; 
and  I  examined  that  Book  from  the  Commencement. 

When  you  were  there  did  you  not  think  it  right  to  send  for  those  Members 
of  the  Visiting  Committee  who  had  been  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the 
Workhouse  ? 

No,  I  did  not ;  I  looked  over  the  Book  as  the  Record  of  their  Proceedings ; 
and  one  of  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee,  and  another  Gentleman, 
who  was  a  constant  Attendant  at  the  Workhouse,  were  present  during  the 
whole  Inquiry.  Mr.  Ruddock  was  the  Member  of  the  Visiting  Committee, 
and  Mr.  Inman,  the  late  Mayor  of  Bridgwater,  was  the  other  Gentleman  to 
whom  1  alluded  ;  they  were  both  present* 

The  Inquiry  was  carried  on  in  the  Presence  of  the  Board  ? 

Yes. 

Did  the  Board  in  general  know  that  the  Inquiry  was  going  on  ? 

Yes;  there  was  a  Circular  sent  to  every  Guardian ;  and  before  we  com- 
menced I  sent  to  Mr.  Bowen  to  request  he  would  come ;  and  I  should  have 
been  most  happy  to  have  taken  any  Evidence  he  offered  in  support  of  the 
Charges  he  had  made ;  he  did  not  attend  and  support  the  Charges,  and  I 
referred  to  the  Proceedings  of  the  Board. 
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JR.  WeaU,  Esq.         You  did  Dot  make  an  Inquiry  of  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  who 

— —       those  Members  were  who  had  paid   the  greatest  Attention  in  visiting  the 

Workhouse  ? 
I. did  not. 

Will  you  state  why  you  did  not  ? 

I  admitted  in  my  Report  that  the  Diarrhoea  had  prevailed  ;  I  then  looked 
at  the  Visiting  Book  to  see  whether  the  Visiting  Committee  had  made  any 
Record  of  the  Existence  of  infectious  Disease  in  the  House^  and  1  found 
they  had  not  j  I  asked  those  Gentlemen  who  were  present,  whether  any 
Gentleman  had  any  Knowledge  of  the  Existence  of  infectious  Disease. 

You  did  not  think  it  right  to  inquire  of  the  Persons  in  the  habit  of  visiting 
the  Workhouse  why  they  had  not  made  known  to  the  Board  that  this  infec- 
tious Disease,  supposing  it  to  be  infectious,  existed  in  the  House  ? 

The  Board  of  Guardians  unanimously  declared  that  they  were  not  aware  of 
an  infectious  Disease ;  Mr.  Ruddock  and  Mr.  Inman  were  present.  Mr.  Inman 
was  more  constantly  present  tlian  any  other  Guardian,  and  he  stated  that  he 
was  not  aware  of  any  infectious  Disease. 

It  did  not  strike  you  that  the  Persons  who  would  probably  have  the  best 
Information  were  those  Persons  who  had  been  most  in  the  habit  of  visiting 
the  Workhouse  ? 

I  thought  the  Medical  Men  would  be  the  most  proper  Persons  to  give  me 
Information. 

Supposing  you  had  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical  Man»  would  it  not  be 
desirable  to  have  that  of  those  Persons  who  had  been  most  regular  in  visiting 
the  Workhouse  ? 

I  do  not  think  so,  having  in  their  Books  Information  of  the  Result  of  their 
Opinions. 

Supposing  those  Persons  had  been  aware  of  the  Existence  of  this  Disease  in 
the  House,  and  that  they  had  neglected  to  report  it  to  you,  do  you  think  they 
would  have  done  their  Duty  as  a  Visiting  Committee  ? 

No ;  I  do  not  think  they  would  have  done  their  Duty  as  a  Visiting 
Committee. 

Was  it  not  necessary  to  examine  those  Persons  to  see  how  far  they  had  fiJlen 
short  in  their  Representation  to  the  Board  of  Guardians? 

I  consider  that  the  Examination  of  the  Records  of  their  Proceedings  would 
be  the  most  satisfactory  Mode  of  my  acquiring  Information  j  I  did  not  know 
who  the  Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  were. 

Were  you  at  all  aware  that  some  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  had  stated  to 
Mr.  Baker,  for  instance,  that  he  would  probably  be  examined,  and  that  he  had 
prepared  himself  for  Examination  ? 

I  was  not ;  and  I  asked  of  the  Board,  not  knowing  where  to  send  for 
Evidence,  if  any  one  could  suggest  whom  I  might  examine^  and  there  was  no 
Suggestion  as  to  any  Persons  I  should  call. 

That  was  the  Reason  Mr.  Baker  was  not  examined  ? 

Yes.  If  Mr.  Bowen  had  come  forward,  as  I  hoped  and  trusted  he  would  have 
done,  and  produced  his  Evidence,  I  should  have  been  happy  to  take  it.  lam 
sure  your  Lordships  must  be  aware  that  in  tailing  a  great  Mass  of  Evidence, 
where  there  is  much  Contradiction,  it  is  almost  impossible  to  form  a  Judgment 
upon  it. 

Did  you  receive  any  Message  or  Note  from  Mr.  Baker  suggesting  that  he 
was  ready  to  give  Evidence  upon  the  Subject  ? 

None  J  nor  did  any  Gentleman  suggest  that  he  was  ready  to  give  Evidence. 

Did  you  consider  that  any  willing  Witness  would  offer  himself  particularly, 
being  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  who  was  aware  of  that  Cir- 
cular ? 

Mr.  Baker  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Board  that  Year,  but  it  was  notorious 
I  was  at  that  Time  at  Bridgwater,  and  I  should  have  been  very  happy  to  have 
examined  him  if  he  had  come  before  me. 
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You  did  not  know  that  Mr.  Baker  was  prepared  to  h&  examined  ?  j{.  Weaie,  Esq. 

I  did  not ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  no  Suggestion  wa9 ever  made  to  me  to  call         »..■■' — 
Mn  Baker. 

You  have  seen  that  Letter  of  Mr.  Baker  in  the  Pamphlet  ? 

The  Letter  was  not  written  for  many  Months  after  my  Investigation, 

Did  you  not  know  that  he  had  been  very  active  in  the  Board  of  Ghiardians  ? 
I  did  not  know  that  he  had  been. 

You  did  not  know  him  personally  ? 
I  did  not. 

You  say  you  examined  the  Medical  Officer  ? 

I  examined  Mr.  Poole  ;  Mr.  King  was  married,  and  gone  out  for  a  Time, 
and  was  not  expected  at  home  for  several  Days. 

The  Reason  of  Mr.  Poole's  Examination  you  have  stated  ? 
I  have ;  and  that  he  attributes  the  Existence  pf  Diarrhoea  to  the  Use  of 
Gruel :  the  Gruel  had  been  removed. 

You  examined  Mr.  Gover,  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  examine  him  with  respect  to  his  having  the  Diarrhoea  ? 

No  ;  not  that  I  am  aware  of.  He  was  examined  by  me  first  at  the  Clerk's 
Office ;  I  took  his  Depositions,  and  I  then  required  him,  as  I  required  every  other 
Witness,  to  attend  before  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  asked  every  Guardian 
whether  he  had  any  Question  to  put ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  I  put  down  the 
whole  of  the  Information  he  gave  me. 

You  had  heard  that  Mr.  Gover  had  caught  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  I  had  j  I  knew  he  had  been  ill,  but  I  did  not  know 
what  had  been  his  Complaint. 

You  did  not  hear  that  bis  Wife  or  his  Children  had  had  it  ? 

No. 

Did  he  tell  you  he  had  had  it  himself  ? 

I  really  do  not  recollect ;  the  Deposition  will  speak  for  itself ;  whatever  he 
stated  I  put  down  there. 

You  do  not  know  the  Fact  of  his  Wife  ajid  Children  also  having  had  an 
Attack  of  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
No,  I  do  not. 

Did  you  know  the  Fact  of  his  having  asked  Leave  of  Absence? 
No,  I  did  not. 

Did  none  of  the  Guardians  tell  you  that  Circumstance  ? 

No ;  I  was  not  at  Bridgwater  at  the  Time,  and  I  do  not  recollect  its  being 
stated.  Your  Lordships  must  be  aware  that  many  Things  might  be  said  to  me 
which  I  cannot  bear  in  Mind ;  but  I  have  not  the  most  remote  Recollection  of 
the  Fact. 

You  did  not  examine  him  as  to  the  Mode  in  which  he  had  contracted  the 
Diarrhoea  ? 

No.  I  took  the  Evidence  of  the  Medical  Man,  Mr.  Poole,  and  that  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  induced  me  to  have  recommended  an  Alteration 
of  the  Dietary,  if  it  had  not  taken  place  before.  Mr.  Poole  attributes  it,  in  his 
Deposition,  to  the  Gruel,  and  that  was  a  Fact  I  have  stated. 

In  point  of  fact  the  Guardians  did  not  bring  to  your  Notice  the  Fact  of  the 
Governor  and  his  Wife  and  Children  having  been  ill  of  the  Diarrhoea,  and  his 
having  applied  for  Leave  of  Absence  on  that  Account  ? 

No  i  1  had  not  the  smallest  Idea  of  it. 

Was  any  thing  said  about  the  Number  of  Persons  in  the  House,  and  the 
Number  of  Persons  in  a  Bed  ? 
No ;  nothing  of  the  Sort 
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R.  Weak,  Esq.         Did  you  observe  it  yourself  ? 

I  went  round  the  House  in  August  j  the  Beds  were  at  the  Time  made^  and 

did  not  observe  any  thing  wrong. 

Were  you  told  at  the  Time  of  the  Inquiry  any  thing  about  the  House  being 
so  full  that  Two  Persons  were  sleeping  in  a  Bed,  sometimes  with  a  Child 
between  them,  and  Seven  or  Eight  Children  in  a  Bed,  and  sometimes  even  a 
Person  ill  of  Diarrhoea  with  a  Person  in  health  ? 

No ;  if  I  had  been  told  that  Fact  I  should  have  directed  some  immediate 
Steps  to  prevent  it.  I  have  in  all  my  Unions  strongly  recommended  that  every 
Man  should  have  a  single  Bed,  and  that  no  more  than  Two  Children  or  Two 
Females  should  be  placed  together  ;  and  as  far  as  I  can  I  have  carried  that 
out ;  but  it  is  impossible  on  all  Occasions  to  carry  it  out,  and  especially  in  a 
transitory  State,  as  in  Bridgwater,  with  a  small  Workhouse,  making  Preparations 
for  a  large  one. 

If  you  had  found  that  was  so,  should  you  have  taken  upon  you  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Board  of  Guardians  rather  to  hire  another  Place  to  put  the  Paupers 
into,  than  to  have  gone  on  so  ? 

Undoubtedly. 

You  ordered  that  each  Man  should  have  a  single  Bed  ? 

I  did  not  order  that ;  I  have  universally  recommended  that  each  Man  should 
have  a  single  Bed,  and  that  not  more  than  Two  Children  or  Two  Females  shall 
be  placed  together. 

There  was  some  Inquiry  made  on  that  Occasion  into  the  Case  of  a  Man  of 
the  Name  of  Kid ner,  who  was  sent  into  the  Workhouse,  and  afterwards  com- 
mitted for  running  away  from  his  Wife  and  Family  ? 

There  was. 

Was  there  any  thing  which  induced  you  to  make  Inquiry  into  the  Circumstance 
of  his  being  ordered  into  the  Workhouse ;  the  State  in  which  the  Workhouse 
was  when  he  came  in,  and  the  Way  in  which  he  was  accommodated  when  he 
came  in  ? 

No  J  I  know  nothing  to  tWs  Moment  of  the  Manner  in  which  he  was  accom- 
modated. 

None  of  the  Guardians  brought  that  to  your  Notice  ? 

No,  not  at  all;  the  Guardians  were  extremely  anxious  to  get  the  new 
Workhouse  ready  ;  they  all  felt  that  the  old  Workhouse  was  very  unfit  for  the 
Purpose. 

That  was  a  Make-shift  used  while  the  new  Workhouse  was  building  ? 
Yes.    The  first  Workhouse  built  in  West  Somerset  was  the  Bridgwater,  and 
the  Guardians  were  indefatigable  in  getting  it  ready. 

If  any  of  those  Circumstances  existed  they  were  kept  out  of  sight  at  the 
Time  of  your  Examination  ? 

They  were  not  brought  before  me ;  I  am  not  aware  that  they  were  kept  out 
of  sight.  If  the  Person  who  wrote  the  Pamphlet  had  come  forward  prepared 
with  Evidence  I  should  have  had  an  Opportunity  of  examining  into  the  whole 
Circumstances.  Mr.  Bowen  being  himself  a  Guardian,  I  should  have  been  very 
happy  to  have  taken  his  Evidence. 

You  invited  him  ? 

Yes  J  I  sent  for  him  not  only  by  Circular,  but  I  sent  the  Son  of  Mr.  Under- 
down  before  we  began  the  Inquiry  ;  his  Reply  was,  **  I  will  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it." 

Did  he  give  a  Reason,  because  it  was  a  secret  Inquiry  ? 

He  gave  no  Reason  to  me  j  the  Answer  was  given  to  young  Underdown. 

Were  you  cognizant  of  a  Letter  to  the  Commissioners,  objecting  that  the 
Inquiry  was  carried  on  with  closed  Doors  ? 
Yes  J  that  Letter  was  sent  to  me. 

You  did  not  send  to  the  Medical  Attendant  to  examine  him,  but  you  sent 
to  Mr.  Bowen  ? 
I  sent  to  Mr  Bowen,  he  being  a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians. 
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Why  did  you  not  send  for  Mr.  King  ?                                                                   R.  WeaU,  Esq. 
I  did,  but  he  was  married,  and  gone  away.  

Could  not  you  have  adjourned  your  Inquiry  ? 

I  should  have  adjourned  the  Inquiry,  if  Mr.  Poole  had  not  stated,  that  he 
had  attended  the  Workhouse  for  Mr.  King  during  the  Prevalence  of  this 
Disease. 

Did  you  not  know  that  Mr.King  was  the  Person  who  wrote  the  Letter  to  the 
Guardians  stating  that  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  did. 

Did  you  think  the  Inquiry  could  be  concluded  satisfactorily  without  ex. 
amining  Mr.  King? 

Yes,  I  did ;  for  I  admit  in  my  Report  that  the  Diarrhoea  has  existed,  and  that 
the  Number  of  Deaths  has  been  great.  I  express  myRegret  that  it  was  so  great, 
and  I  do  not  impugn  the  Statement  that  there  was  that  Number  of  Deaths. 

You  did  examine  the  Medical  Man  who  attended  the  Workhouse  for 
Mr.  King? 

Yes  ;  and  if  your  Lordships  refer  to  Mr.  Poole's  Evidence,  he  says  there  had 
been  a  Prevalence  of  Diarrhoea  and  Influenza,  and  that  he  attended  the  Work- 
house for  Mr.  King  at  that  Period. 

When  you  correspond  with  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  do  you  write  to  the 
Board,  or  to  any  one  particular  Person  ? 

All  my  public  Letters  are  Lettejrs  addressed  to  thePoor  Law  Commissioners ; 
I  occasionally  write  a  private  Letter  to  a  Member  of  the  Board.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how  a  Letter  marked  private  should  have  been  inserted  in  these  Returns 
made  here,  and  which  was  private,  to  one  of  the  Commissioners,  Mr.  Nicholls, 
and  not  to  the  Board. 

What  do  you  mean  by  the  Part  of  that  Letter  in  which  you  ask  his  Advice 
how  the  Inquiry  was  to  be  conducted  ;  were  not  you  to  act  for  yourself? 

No ;  I  consider  that  when  I  want  Information  on  any  particular  Point  I  may 
apply  to  my  Superiors,  either  by  addressing  theni  individually,  or  by  addressing 
the  Board. 

Have  the  goodness  to  read  that  Letter? 

"  Mr.  Bowen's  Pamphlet  was  put  into  my  Hands  the  Day  before  Yesterday, 
and  had  I  not  received  Instructions  from  the  Board  I  should  have  instituted 
an  Investigation.  The  Allegations  in  it  surprised  me  exceedingly ;  nor  do  I 
now  believe  them,  for  nothing  can  be  more  opposite  than  the  Statements  in 
this  Pamphlet  and  the  Heport  I  had  the  Honour  to  forward  you  a  few 
Months  since,  which  was  unanimously  passed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  at  the 
Expiration  of  the  last  Parochial  Year ;  and  I  assure  you  I  am  not  aware  from 
any  oflBcial  Information  obtained,  either  on  my  Visits  or  from  any  Commu- 
nication, that  a  more  than  ordinary  Degree  of  Sickness  prevailed  in  the 
Workhouses  of  this  Union  during  the  late  very  unhealthy  Season." 

What  is  the  Date  of  that  Letter  ? 
The  22d  of  July  1837. 

Be  so  good  as  to  refer  to  your  Letter  of  the  l6th  of  May,  where  you  say, 
•*  The  Inmates  of  the  Workhouse  have  not  been  generally  healthy  for  a  long 
Time,  which  has  been  attributed  in  some  measure  to  the  present  Dietary*'? 

That  is  Mr.  Underdown's  Letter  to  me,  not  mine  to  him. 

You  had  been  informed  by  Mr.  Underdown  Two  Months  before  July  that 
there  had  been  Sickness  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

At  that  particular  Season  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  any  one  who  was 
altogether  exempted  from  Sickness ;  it  was  a  very  sickly  Season.  I  was  not 
aware  at  the  Time  that  Mr.  Underdown  made  that  Communication  to  me  that 
there  was  more  than  the  ordinary  Degree  of  Sickness  which  prevailed  in  other 
Places. 

He  stated  that  that  Sickness  was  in  some  measure  attributed  to  the  Dietary 
then  in  Use  ? 
Yes. 
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R.  Weaie,  E$q.         In  the  Month  of  July  you  wrote  a  Letter  stating  that  you  were  not  aware 
I  of  any  Sickness  prevailing  ? 

No  ;  my  Expression  is,  **  that  not  more  than  an  ordinary  Degree  of  Sickn^ 
prevailed  in  the  Workhouses  of  the  Union  during  the  late  very  unhealthy 
Season  ;"  my  Reference  is  to  the  Season  immediately  preceding  the  Alteration 
of  the  Dietary. 

You  saw  Mr.  Underdown  at  Bridgwater  on  the  l6th,  and  he  told  you  of  the 
State  of  the  Workhouse  ? 

He  told  me  exactly  that  which  he  had  told  me  in  the  Letter,  and  did  not 
even  then  lead  me  to  believe  there  was  any  thing  particular. 

Did  you  go  into  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  went  on  the  following  Friday. 

You  did  not  go  there  at  Night  ? 

No ;  it  was  Half  past  Ten  o'Clock  at  Night  when  I  arrived,  and  the  House 
was  locked  up. 

You  say,  in  your  Letter  to  Mr.  Nicholls,  with  reference  to  Mr.BowetiV 
Pamphlet,  **He  calls  the  present  a  Second  Edition  **? 
Yes ;  it  was  a  Second  Edition  of  the  Letter  to  the  King. 

The  Letter  to  the  King  was  written  before  the  Formation  of  the  Union? 
Yes. 

Is  Mr.  Kempthorne,  the  Architect  who  has  been  employed  to  build  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse,  any  Relation  or  any  Connexion  of  yours? 

Not  the  most  remote  j  he  was  a  perfect  Stranger  to  me  when  I  joined  the 
Commission ;  I  never  saw  him  before  I  met  him  on  Business  connected  with 
the  Commission. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 


Rev. H. Parsons.       The  Reverend  HENRY  PARSONS  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows: 


THERE  is  an  Entry  in  the  Visitors  Book  written  in  an  unusual  Way,  with 
respect  to  Children  affected  with  the  Itch,  dated  the  5th  of  January  18S8;  were 
you  on  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

Yes. 

You  were  an  ex  ofBcio  Guardian  ? 
Yes. 

The  Entiy  is  in  these  Words :  "  I  went  round  the  t^^ards  with  Mr.  Ward,  the 
Medical  Omcer,  on  Sunday  the  Slst  of  December,  and  found  that  no  less  than 
Sixty-three  Children  were  afflicted  with  the  Itch ;  some  of  them  in  a  great 
Degree^  and  that  the  Children  who  were  supposed  to  have  introduced  the 
Infection  were  admitted  into  the  House  without  previous  Examination.  I 
further  noticed  that  the  Atmosphere  of  the  Wards  was  generally  very  offensive, 
and  upon  Inquiry  I  was  informed  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient  Supply  of 
Water  to  cleanse  the  Water  Closets;  and  I  request  that  an  immediate  Investi- 
gation of  these  Matters  of  Complaint  may  be  had.  H*  Parsons."  What  were 
the  Circumstances  which  induced  you  to  make  that  Entry  in  that  Way? 

I  visited  the  House ;  and  when  I  found  the  Itch  to  abound  in  so  great  a 
Degree  I  thought  it  right  to  put  a  Minute  upon  the  Book,  more  particularly 
because  the  Visitor  for  the  Week  had  reported  every  thing  well.  That  same 
Week  the  Visitor's  Entry  (Mr.  Somers's,  I  think)  was  made  before  I  visited  the 
House ;  and  as  that  happened  in  the  same  Week  as  my  Entry  it  appeared  to 
be  contrary  to  the  Truth  ;  and  I  made  that  Entry  not  only  as  one  of  the  Visiting 
Committee,  but  as  an  ex  ofBcio  Guardian  who  has  a  Right  always  to  go  through 
the  House. 

There  were  Sixty-three  Children  affected  with  the  Itch  ? 
Yes. 

How  did  you  ascertain  that  ? 

The  Medical  Man  pointed  them  out  to  me  j  they  were  in  a  Ward  by  them- 
selves.   I  asked  him  whether  he  had  examined  them  that  Day  j  he  said,  **  Yes; 
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the  greater  Part.**    He  then  ordered  those  who  had  been  examined  by  him  to    Re^.  a  Parsons. 

hold  up  their  Hands,  which  they  did.     He  said,  "  You  will  find  there  are  Sixty.      

three  Children  ;  it  has  got  to  an  extensive  Degree  ;'*  and  theie  is  the  Itch  in  the 
House  now. 

You  are  certain  there  were  Sixty-three  affected  with  the  Itch  ? 
He  pointed  them  out  to  me  as  labouring  under  that  Complaint. 

You  did  not  yourself  number  the  Children  ? 

No ;  I  cannot  say  that  1  did ;  but  I  took  for  granted  that  he  was  correct ; 
he  had  his  Book  with  him.  I  went  round  the  Wards  with  him,  and  when  he 
came  to  them  he  said,  **  There  are  Sixty«three  Children  now  labouring  under 
this  Complaint.'' 

Did  you  see  his  Book  ? 

I  cannot  say  that  I  had  the  Book  in  my  Hand,  but  he  had  his  Minutes  in 
his  Hand,  and  he  gives  a  Medical  Return  every  Week.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
examined  that  Book  particularly,  but  I  believe  he  made  no  Minute  at  all  of 
it ;  and  I  remember  asking  him  afterwards,  **  Mr.  Ward,  what  is  the  Reason 
you  did  not  enter  in  your  Book  those  Children  labouring  under  this  Complaint  ?'' 
He  said,  ^^Oh,  we  never  think  of  such  Cases."  He  thought  it  too  trivial  to 
make  any  Entry  of,  as  it  appeared  to  me.  That  was  the  Conversation  he  had 
with  me. 

Were  there  any  Children  in  this  Room  besides  those  Sixty-three  ? 
I  suppose  not  j  I  conclude  they  were  all  infected.   They  were  in  more  than 
One  Room. 

You  say  that  some  held  up  their  Hands  ;  who  were  they  ? 

Those  whom  he  had  examined  that  Morning.  When  I  came  into  the  House 
he  was  in  the  Course  of  his  Rounds,  and  I  desired  him  to  come  with  me,  that 
I  might  see  his  Patients.  I  said,  <^  Have  you  examined  all  these  Children 
To-day  ? ''  He  said,  ^<  I  believe  I  have.  Those  whom  I  have  examined  hold 
up  your  Hands;"  and  I  believe  the  greatest  Part  of  them  held  up  their 
Hands ;  I  think  there  were  some  that  did  not.  He  said  to  them,  ^  I  shall  look 
at  you  by  and  by,'*  or  some  Expression  of  that  Kind. 

You  understood  that  all  the  Children  were  affected  with  the  Itch  ? 
Yes  ;  there  were  some  grown  People  besides  j  there  were  Two  Women  in 
One  Bed  who  had  that  Disease. 

Was  this  in  the  old  House  or  the  new  House  ? 
The  new  House. 

You  understood  from  him  that  all  the  Sixty-three  Children  were  suffering 
trom  the  Itch  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  saw  the  Children  themselves ;  I  did  not  examine  them* 

Do  you  consider  that  People  being  afflicted  with  the  Itch  affects  their  general 
Health  ? 

No ;  we  all  know  what  Sort  of  a  Complaint  the  Itch  is  with  Children  ;  they 
get  well  very  soon,  I  suppose,  with  proper  Treatment. 

Is  it  not  very  possible  that  if  they  had  been  attacked  with  the  Itch  on  the 
31st  of  December  they  might  have  been  well  by  the  5th  of  January  ? 

I  cannot  say.  I  suppose  some  Cases  are  more  inveterate  than  others ;  that  if 
the  Itch  is  taken  in  Time  it  may  be  cured  by  Two  or  Three  Applications;  in 
other  Cases  the  Disease  may  continue  perhaps  for  a  Month. 

You  think  if  taken  in  Time,  particularly  with  young  Children,  it  may  be 
cured  by  Two  or  Three  Applications  ? 
I  have  understood  so. 

It  raight  be  perfectly  true  that  if  these  Sixty-three  Children  were  under 
skilful  Treatment,  especially  if  they  had  only  a  slight  Affection,  they  might  be 
perfectly  well  by  the  5th  of  January  ? 

No  ;  I  did  not  say  so  j  I  cannot  give  any  Opinion  upon  that  Subject.    I  do 

not  know  how  much  affected  they  might  be,  but  I  think  it  is  probable  the  Itch 

will  never  be  out  of  the  House.   It  is  impossible,  where  so  many  Patients  labour 
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Rev.  H.  Parsons,    under  that  Complaint,  to  get  rid  of  it,  unless  they  are  entirely  removed,  and  the 
■    ■       Linen  and  Clothes  constantly  changed. 

Did  you  mean  by  that  Entry  to  impugn  the  Correctness  of  this  Return  by 
Mr.  Somers? 
Yes,  I  did. 

If  you  say  that  a  slight  Affection  may  be  cured  with  Two  or  Three  Appli. 
cations,  and  that  those  Applications  were  in  the  Course  of  being  made  on  the 
31  St  of  December,  how  does  that  impugn  the  Truth  of  the  Statement  made  on 
the  5thof  January  ? 

My  Lords,  you  are  supposing  I  have  stated  that  which  I  do  not  feel  com- 
petent  to  answer  to ;  I  have  given  no  positive  Opinion  that  they  might  be  cured 
by  Two  or  Three  Applications.  The  Itch  prevailed  to  a  very  great  Extent  in 
the  House ;  all  those  Children  were  affected  by  it,  and  the  Complaint,  I  believe, 
has  never  been  out  of  the  House  since.  I  inquired  last  Week,  and  I  found  it 
was  still  in  the  House. 

It  is  a  very  common  Complaint  among  the  labouring  Poor,  is  it  not? 
I  believe  it  is ;  the  DiflSculty  is  that  it  is  almost  impracticable  to  preserve  an 
entire  Separation  among  the  Children. 

Do  you  attend  the  Board  of  Guardians  pretty  constantly  ? 
I  do. 

Did  you  take  any  Steps  to  secure  Separation  ? 

That  Entry  was  not  made  at  the  Time  ;  I  made  those  Observations  on  the 
Sunday.  The  Friday  following  I  came  to  the  Board,  and  looked  at  the  Book, 
and  observed  that  Mr.  Somers  had  entered,  •*  Generally  healthy/*  I  took  the 
Book,  and  said,  "  This  is  very  wrong  to  make  an  Entry  of  that  Sort.  The 
Committee  shall  know  what  I  observed  last  Sunday .'* 

How  long  was  that  after  Mr.  Somers  had  attended  ? 

The  Board  met  on  the  Friday ;  I  had  been  there  on  the  Sunday.  I  was 
surprised  that  he  should  have  represented  every  thing  well  in  the  very  same 
Week.  After  I  had  done  that  I  handed  over  the  Book  to  Mr.  Somers,  and 
said,  "  Mr.  Somers,  you  see  the  Observations  1  have  made,  and  you  may  take 
what  Course  you  please,'*  or  something  of  that  Sort ;  and  he  was  rather  angry; 
he  thought  himself  ill  used  by  my  making  that  Entry. 

Was  not  it  an  unusual  Way  to  enter  a  Thing  of  that  Sort  ? 
I  think  it  was,  but  I  thought  it  my  Duty  to  do  so. 

You  were  at  the  Board  at  the  Time? 

I  was,  and  entered  in  that  Book  on  the  Friday  what  I  had  observed  on  the 
Sunday  previous.    I  thought  that  a  proper  Procedure. 

You  entered  it  as  a  Rebuke  ? 

1  entered  it  as  an  Observation  ;  perhaps  Rebuke  is  a  stronger  Expression 
than  I  ought  to  use  j  but  I  meant  to  say  that  my  Opinion  differed  materially 
from  his,  and  I  meant  to  infer  that  it  was  of  no  Use  for  the  Members  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  to  go  round,  and  as  a  matter  of  course  to  report  every 
Thing  well,  when  Things  were  quite  the  contrary.  1  had  on  other  Occasions 
found  Things  wrong. 

Had  you  ever  remonstrated  to  the  Board  that  the  Visiting  Guardians  made 
their  Entries  at  Haphazard,  without  Examination  ? 

I  was  fearful  of  that  sometimes.  I  can  mention  an  Instance  now :  I  was 
there  one  Day,  and  found  that  a  Person,  a  Methodist  Teacher,  had  been  inter- 
fering with  the  Children,  and  praying  and  reading,  and  Things  of  that  Sort, 
without  the  Knowledge  of  the  Chaplain  ;  I  made  a  Memorial  to  the  Board ; 
I  did  not  enter  it  upon  the  Minute  Book,  but  I  gave  it  in  Writing  to  the 
Board. 

Who  was  it  who  admitted  this  Methodist  Preacher  ? 

1  cannot  tell  what  Guardian  admitted  him,  but  they  were  carrying  on  some 
Work  outside,  making  the  Roads  and  Walks  round  the  House,  and  so  on. 
I  believe  the  regular  Superintendent  of  the  Work  was  absent  from  Illness,  and 
jthis  Man,  whose  Name  was  Manning^  was  brought  in  to  superintend  in  bis 

Placej 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  OPERATION  OF  THE  POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT.      1305 

Place  ;  and  he  either  carae  voluntarily,  or  was  desired  by  some  one  in  Office  to    Rev.  H.  Panons. 
assume  the  Place  of  Teacher  to  the  Scholars  on  the  Sunday.  ■- 

Was  he  one  of  the  Workmen  ? 

He  was  a  Preacher  in  the  Town,  a  Tailor  in  fact ;  and  when  I  came  there 
the  next  Day  the  Schoolmaster  told  me  what  had  happened,  and  I  mentioned 
It  to  Two  or  Three  of  the  Guardians,  and  we  signed  a  Paper,  and  had  the 
Governor  of  the  Workhouse  and  the  Schoolmaster  before  us,  and  examined 
them,  and  found  it  to  be  true.  I  gave  a  written  Paper  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  signed,  I  think,  by  the  Rev.  William  Allen,  Mr.  Dalley, 
and  myself. 

When  Was  that  ?  "^^ 

I  can  hardly  tell  the  Date,  but  it  was  subsequent  to  the  other  Entry 
concerning  the  Itch. 

Whom  do  you  consider  to  blame  in  admitting  that  Person  ? 

I  cannot  say  j  I  cannot  pretend  to  say  by  whose  actual  Authority  he  was 
admitted,  but  he  was  there.  It  was  very  much  against  the  Inclination  of 
the  Schoolmaster  I  know,  and  it  was  the  Governor  and  Schoolmaster  who 
complained  to  me  of  it. 

How  does  that  apply  to  the  Conduct  of  the  Visiting  Guardians  ? 
Such  a  Thing  cannot  very  well  happen  without  some  Guardian   or  other 
sanctioning  it. 

They  do  not  reside  in  the  House  ? 

No ;  but  I  apprehend  that  they  did  not  make  a  proper  Representation  ;  the 
Visiting  Guardian  for  the  Week  ought  to  have  known  it 

How  was  the  Visiting  Guardian  of  the  Week  to  know  it  ? 
I  cannot  tell ;  but  when  I  came  there  both  the  Governor  and  Schoolmaster 
mentioned  it  to  me,  and  said  what  a  strange  Circumstance  it  was. 

If  vthe  Visiting  Guardian  had  inquired  have  you  any  Doubt  he  would  have 
learned  the  same  Thing  ? 

I  dare  say  he  would ;  they  did  not  pick  me  out  particularly  to  mention  it  to ; 
but  knowing  me  to  be  a  Clergyman^  probably  they  thought  I  would  look  into 
it  the  more. 

Mr.  Ward  was  the  Surgeon  who  went  round  with  you  when  you  saw  those 
Children  with  the  Itch  ? 
Yes. 

Are  you  sure  that  he  said,  ^«  Those  Children  have  the  Itch'*? 

Yes. 

You  are  quite  sure  he  mentioned  the  Word  **  Itch  **? 

Yes ;  and  I  asked  him  why  he  did  not  report  that  they  were  labouring 
under  that  Complaint ;  he  said  ^*  Oh,  we  do  not  consider  the  Itch  of  any 
Importance  ;  we  do  not  think  that  worth  Notice.'*  I  said  that  was  very 
extraordinary. 

Did  he  say  that  they  had  all  the  Itch,  or  that  he  had  anointed  them  lest  they 
should  catch  the  Itch  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  he  said  that  they  had  the  Itch. 

Had  you  a  paid  Chaplain  when  this  Methodist  intruded  himself? 
We  had. 

Had  he  officiated  that  Day? 

It  was  Sunday  Morning  that  the  Methodist  Teacher  began  to  pray ;  I  think 
before  the  Chaplain  came  there. 

At  what  Period  was  it  ? 

It  was  subsequent  to  the  Entry  of  the  dlst  of  December  which  has  been 
referred  to  j  about  Two  Months  ago,  probably. 

Have  you  any  Recollection  of  your  having  complained  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  any  thing  else  which  you  considered  improper? 

In  the  Entry  of  the  31st  of  December  I  complained  of  the  Offensiveness  of 
the  Drains;  but  that  does  not  affect  the  Management  of  the  House. 
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Rev.  &  Panans.       Did  you  never  complain  of  any  thing  else^  of  any  Interference  with  the  Bye 

'      Laws,  or  any  thing  of  that  Sort  ? 

I  have  battled  the  Bye  Laws  with  the  Guardians,  but  not  with  respect  to 
the  Management  of  the  House.  I  believe  that  the  Persons  appointed  have 
generally  conducted  themselves  very  well  j  I  mean  the  Officers  of  the  House. 
The  most  Reason  I  have  had  to  find  fault  with  the  Governor  was  stated  in  a 
Memorial  I  sent  the  other  Day  to  the  Chairman  of  this  Committee,  and  of 
which  I  sent  a  Copy  to  Lord  Wynford. 

Did  you  attend  the  Meetings  of  the  Guardians  at  the  latter  End  of  1836 
and  the  Beginning  of  1887  ? 

Yes ;  I  have  been  a  regular  Attendant  during  the  whole  Time ;  sometimes  1 
have  been  absent,  but  I  believe  there  has  never  been  a  Month  without  my 
being  once,  at  least,  present. 

During  that  Time  did  you  ever  hear  it  mentioned  at  the  Board  that  there 
was  Diarrhoea  in  the  House  ? 

Oh  yes ;  I  have  seen  it  in  the  Medical  Books. 

Did  you  ever  hear  it  mentioned  at  the  Board,  and  can  you  recollect  by 
whom  you  have  heard  it  mentioned  ? 

It  was  a  Topic  of  Conversation  with  the  Members  of  the  Board  when  they 
met,  that  there  was  this  Complaint ;  and  they  wished  to  alter  the  Diet;  there 
was  a  Complaint  of  the  Medical  Men. 

Was  it  a  constant  Subject  of  Conversation,  or  only  mentioned  once  ? 
It  was  mentioned  Two  or  Three  Times ;  first  of  all  the  Medical  Man  applied 
to  have  the  Diet  altered. 

When  was  that ;  was  it  the  25th  of  October  ? 

Very  likely  ;  1  cannot  be  positive  as  to  Dates ;  I  did  not  expect  to  have 
these  Questions  asked  me.  I  think  Mr.  Abraham  King  or  Mr.  Poole  applied 
to  have  the  Diet  altered,  as  well  as  I  can  recollect ;  the  Chairman,  as  the  Organ 
of  the  Board,  said  that  they,  the  Guardians,  had  not  Authority  to  alter  the  Diet 
without  applying  to  the  Commissioners  in  London. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  that  was  in  October  or  in  April  ? 
I  cannot  recollect  the  Date. 

How  early  was  it  that  you  heard  it  mentioned  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
that  there  was  Diarrhoea  in  the  Workhouse  ? 
I  should  think  very  soon  after  it  was  observed. 

Was  that  before  October  1836  ? 
I  cannot  say. 

Did  you  hear  it  more  than  once  between  that  Time  and  Christmas  ? 

I  heard  it  several  Weeks  following ;  I  think  at  several  difierent  Times ;  and 
the  Answer  given  to  the  Medical  Person  who  made  the  Application  was,  that 
the  Medical  rersons  had  Authority  in  the  Case  of  sick  Patients  to  alter  the 
Diet  in  any  Way  they  pleased,  without  Application  to  the  Board. 

But  that  they  had  nothing  to  do  with  those  that  were  well  ? 
Yes ;  I  recollect  that. 

Do  you  recollect  their  stating   that  the  Gruel   was  the  Cause  of  the 
Diarrhoea  ? 
That  was  the  Opinion  of  the  Medical  Men. 

And  that  was  stated  ? 

Yes ;  and  I  think  the  Answer  given  to  that  Observation  was,  that  at 
Petherton  that  Sort  of  Diet  had  not  the  Effect  of  producing  EHarrhoea. 

Do  you  recollect  whether  Diarrhoea  prevailed  out  of  the  Workhouse  during 
that  Time? 

That  I  cannot  say ;  I  think  so  j  I  think  I  have  beard  Mr.  Inman  say  that  it 
was  prevalent  in  the  Town  at  the  Time. 
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Do  you  recollect  after  Christmas  1886  a  Complaint  of  the  DiarrhcEa  having    Rev.  u.  Parsons. 

increased  being  mentioned  at  the  Board  ?  

Yes ;  I  must  have  heard  it,  but  I  am  at  a  loss  about  Dates. 

You  were  not  often  in  the  Workhouse  ? 

Chiefly  in  the  Petherton  Workhouse ;  but  I  remember  once  going  into  the 
Bridgwater  Workhouse,  when  the  Governor  said,  ••  Sir,  I  would  not  recom- 
mend  to  you  to  go  through  the  Wards/* 

When  was  that? 
I  cannot  state. 

Did  he  give  you  any  Reason  ? 

Yes;  he  said  the  Diarrhoea  prevailed  to  that  Degree  that  some  Persons 
who  had  been  there  had  been  affected  with  the  same  Complaint  j  and  I 
laughed  at  him,  and  said  it  was  quite  impossible  that  the  Diarrhoea  could  be 
an  infectious  Complaint.  I  said,  **  You  must  have  quite  mistaken  the  Matter,'* 
or  something  of  that  Kind ;  but,  however,  he  persisted  in  it,  that  he  and  his 
Family,  1  believe,  had  been  affected  by  it. 


Did  he  tell  you  how  he  had  caught  the  Complaint  ? 
I  apprehend  in  the  course  of  his  Duty  in  the  House. 


Did  he  mention  to  you  his  lifting  an  old  Man  from  his  Bed,  or  any  thing 
of  that  Kind? 

I  do  not  recollect  it. 

He  said  he  had  caught  the  Complaint  from  Persons  in  the  House  ? 
Yes ;  and  that  some  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee  were  afraid  of 
going  in. 

Did  he  mention  the  Names  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee  who  were 
afraid  of  going  in? 

No,  he  did  not ;  he  said  he  had  recommended  to  them  not  to  go  in,  and  he 
recommended  to  me  not  to  go  in. 

Did  you  go  in  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  I  did  go  into  the  Place  where  the  Diarrhoea  prevailed ; 
I  went  generally  round  the  House ;  I  did  not  abstain  from  going  into  any 
particular  Room  on  account  of  it,  neither  do  I  know  that  I  did  go  into  the 
Room  where  it  was. 

Did  you  catch  the  Diarrhoea  ? 
No,  I  did  not. 

On  any  Occasion,  when  you  went  into  the  Workhouse  about  the  Time  you 
were  warned  not  to  go  in  on  account  of  the  Diarrhoea,  did  you  observe  a  Smell 
in  the  Workhouse  ? 

There  was  always  a  Smell  in  the  Workhouse ;  it  was  an  old  Workhouse,  and 
the  Timbers  were  very  old,  and  saturated  with,  I  suppose.  Urine,  and  every 
thing  else  disagreeable. 

You  never  observed  any  Smell  more  at  the  Time  referred  to  than  you  had 
before  ? 

No  J  I  do  not  know  that  I  did  j  they  did  every  thing  in  their  Power  to 
keep  it  clean,  I  believe. 

At  what  Time  of  the  Day  did  you  go  in  ? 

It  was  in  the  Morning ;  it  must  have  been  in  the  Morning. 

How  far  is  your  House  from  Bridgwater  ? 

Four  Miles.  I  went  there  sometimes  before  Dinner,  and  sometimes  when 
they  were  at  Dinner. 

You  did  not  go  before  Breakfast  ? 

No. 

You  never  saw  the  Patients  in  Bed  ? 

I  have  seen  Patients  in  Bed,  but  I  did  not  know  whether  they  were  labouring 
under  that  Complaint  at  the  Time. 
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Rev.  H.  Parsons.        How  many  have  you  seen  in  the  same  Bed  ? 

I  think  they  had  separate  Beds  mostly  j  there  may  have  been  Two  Women 

perhaps  in  a  Bed. 

You  spoke  of  Smells  existing  in  the  House  ? 
V  Yes ;  the  Workhouse  was  a  temporary  one  before  the  new  one  was  built, 

therefore  they  were  not  accommodated  so  well. 

You  did  not  abstain  in  consequence  of  what  the  Governor  said,  but  went 
round  as  you  would  if  he  had  not  spoken  to  you  ? 
I  did. 

You  did  not  catch  the  Complaint? 
I  did  not. 

You  say  there  were  frequent  Communications  between  the  Board  of 
Guardians  about  the  Prevalence  of  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  Workhouse? 

Yes,  there  were ;  and  there  was  an  Application  to  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners  in  Town. 

That  was  in  April  1837? 
I  rather  think  it  was. 

There  was  an  Application  from  the  Medical  Officer  in  October  1836  to 
alter  the  Diet  in  respect  of  the  Children  ? 

I  dare  say  there  was ;  I  am  not  certain  as  to  the  Date. 

That  Alteration  took  place  immediately,  on  the  Suggestion  of  the  Medical 
Officer? 

Yes  ;  I  have  heard  the  Medical  Officers  say  that  they  attribute  the  Deaths  of 
People  to  the  Diet. 

Was  it  ever  communicated  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  that  the  Illness  was 
produced  by  the  Diet  ? 

1  think  they  were  examined  before  the  Board  j  that  Mr.  Poole  and 
Mr.  King  were  both  examined,  and  that  they  gave  their  Opinion  to  that 
Effect. 

Are  you  positive  that  both  Mr.  Poole  and  Mr.  King  were  examined?  Were 
you  present  ? 

No  J  I  only  know  generally  from  inquiring  what  passed  during  the  Pro- 
ceedings when  I  was  not  there ;  but  I  have  heard  Mr.  Poole  himself  say  so, 
and  that  he  stated  before  he  came  up  here  that  he  should  give  that  Testi- 
mony. 

That  he  should  say  what  ? 

That  he  attributed  the  great  Mortality  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  to  the 
Gruel  Diet. 

Was  that  with  respect  to  the  Children  ? 

No ;  with  respect  to  the  Patients  generally.  I  was  there  when  the  Allega- 
tions of  Mr.  Bowen*s  Pamphlet  were  inquired  into,  and  I  think  then  it 
appeared  to  be  proved  to  the  Satisfaction  of  the  Board  that  there  were  not  so 
many  Persons  who  died  of  that  Complaint  as  he  represented  in  his  Pamphlet; 
I  think  it  was  reduced  to  about  Four  or  Five  who  died  of  Diarrhoea,  and 
that  it  appeared  by  the  Medical  Book  that  some  of  those  Patients  died,  some 
of  Debility,  and  some  of  other  Complaints,  and  that  Mr.  Bowen  did  not 
appear  to  be  borne  out  by  the  Medical  Statements  to  the  Extent  be  has 
alleged. 

You  state  that  there  were  frequent  Conversations  with  the  Board  respecting 
the  Diarrhoea ;  a  Practice  prevailed  in  your  Board  of  Guardians,  of  People 
not  always  sitting  round  the  Table,  and  attending  to  the  Business,  but  congre- 
gating round  the  Fire,  did  there  not  ? 

Yes ;  as  is  the  Case  in  every  Meeting  of  that  Sort  j  but  when  the  Chairman 
drew  the  Attention  of  the  Board  to  any  Question  I  have  no  Doubt  they 
attended  to  it. 

Was  this  Subject  of  the  Diarrhoea  brought  before  the  Board  in  a  special 
Way,  so  that  the  Board  as  a  Board  could  take  cognizance  of  it  ? 
les  J  certainly  it  was. 

When 
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When  was  that  ?  Rev.  H.  Parsws. 

I  cannot  say  ;  I  did  not  expect  to  be  asked  as  to  Dates,  and  have  no  Mode      ■ 
of  ascertaining  them ;  but  I  have  no  Doubt  the  Entries  that  appear  on  the 
Minutes  before  the  Committee  will  state  that. 

Suppose  there  to  be  no  Minutes  of  that  Kind  ? 

Then  I  should  think  the  Medical  Officer's  Book  would  afford  the  Informa- 
tion ;  there  certainly  must  be  in  the  Minute  Book  a  Statement  of  the  Appli- 
cation  of  the  Medical  Officer.  I  recollect  perfectly  well  being  there  when  it 
was  stated  that  no  Alteration  could  take  place  in  the  Diet  without  an  Application 
to  the  Commissioners  above. 

When  was  that  ? 

Very  soon  after  the  Complaint  was  made.  I  think  Mr.  Warry,  the  Chair- 
man, at  that  Time  stated  that  the  Medical  Persons  had  a  Power,  whenever  a 
Case  presented  itself  of  Sickness,  of  altering  the  Diet ;  but  no  Alteration  with 
respect  to  the  healthy  Inmates  could  be  made  unless  with  the  Sanction  of  the 
Commissioners. 

Was  that  stated  publicly  while  the  Board  was  sitting  ? 
Yes;  that  was  the  Determination  of  the  Board ;  that  appeared  by  a  Resolution, 
to  the  best  of  my  Recollection. 

Did  any  body  urge  a  general  Alteration  of  the  Dietary  at  that  Time  ? 
Yes  ;  I  think  some  Persons  said,  ^<  If  the  Diet  has  this  deleterious  Effect  it 
ought  to  be  altered.** 

Can  you  state  who  it  was  that  mentioned  that  ? 

I  cannot;  I  perhaps  mentioned  it  myself;  I  was  always  against  the  Diet 
when  it  was  inquired  into.  It  was  stated  that  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse 
at  Bridgwater  and  his  Wife  did  not  prepare  this  Gruel  in  a  proper  Manner. 
I  recollect  very  well  the  Matron  of  the  Petherton  Workhouse  said  that  the 
same  Diet  had  not  the  same  Effect  there.  I  asked  how  was  that  ?  She  said 
Mrs.  Gover  did  not  boil  it  sufficiently ;  it  ought  to  boil  Three  or  Four  Hours, 
and  that  when  it  was  properly  boiled,  as  it  was  at  Petherton,  it  would  have  a 
very  different  Effect. 

Amy  Ellis  told  you  that  ? 

jies. 


Did  you  state  that  to  the  Board  ? 
I  cannot  say  that  I  did. 


If  that  Circumstance  was  brought  to  your  Knowledge,  and  you  knew  there 
was  such  a  Difference,  and  that  it  was  likely  to  produce  the  Effect  you  speak 
of,  why  did  not  you  state  that  Circumstance  to  the  Board  ? 

I  have  stated  that  in  Conversation  with  the  Guardians  generally  over  and 
over  again ;  I  cannot  say  whether  I  stated  it  formally  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians^,  but  the  Visiting  Committee  were  cognizant  of  that  Fact  as  well  as 
myself. 

How  do  you  know  that  the  Visiting  Committee  were  cognizant  of  that  Fact? 
They  must  have  known  it ;  it  was  not  told  me  as  a  Secret. 

How  do  you  know  that  they  knew  that  the  Gruel  was  boiled  differently  at 
Petherton  and  at  Bridgwater  ? 

I  think  the  Woman  at  Petherton  stated  that  to  every  body  who  made  the 
Inquiry. 

How  do  you  know  that  those  Visitors  eVer  went  to  Petherton  ? 
I  cannot  say  whether  they  did  or  not. 

How  do  you  know  that  they  were  made  acquainted  with  this  Circumstance  ? 
I  do  not  know  that  they  were  officially  made  acquainted  with  the  Circum- 
stance, but  I  have  no  Doubt  they  knew  it. 

How  do  you  know  that  they  ever  saw  Amy  Ellis,  and  had  Conversation  with 
her  upon  the  Subject  ? 

I  do  not  know  that  they  had  ;  but  I  think  it  very  likely  that  they  had. 
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Rev.  H.  Parsons.       DJd  y^^  ^y^r  make  any  Motion  upon  the  Subject  in  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

'' I  cannot  say  whether  I  did  ;  if  1  did  it  appears  upon  the  Book«    I  never 

attended  much  to  the  Medical  Department. 

Were  you  ever  in  the  habit  of  having  the  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  before 
the  Board  ? 

Constantly;  whenever  there  was  a  Complaint  made  the  Governor  was 
called  in. 

Have  you  ever  made  use  of  those  Opportunities  for  the  Purpose  of  asking 
him  in  the  Presence  of  the  Board  how  he  made  the  Gruel  ? 
No. 

You  never  made  a  Motion,  unless  it  appears  upon  the  Minutes  ? 
No  ;   I  did  not  feel  myself  particulary  inclined  to  go  into  that  Part  of  the 
Business ;  for  my  Part,  I  rather  attended  to  the  general  Management. 

Did  you  ever  hear  of  a  Complaint  being  in  the  House  that  was  infec- 
tious ? 

A  great  many  Times. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  the  Diarrhoea  was  infectious  ? 
Yes ;  that  was  stated  to  me. 

But  you  did  not  believe  it  ? 

No. 

Ycu  made  some  Complaint  with  respect  to  the  Cutting  of  the  Children's 
Hair,  and  the  Children's  Heads  being  very  bad  ? 

Yes.  The  House  at  Petherton  was  a  subordinate  House  to  the  House  at  Bridg- 
water, and  every  thing  required  at  Petherton  was  to  be  sent  from  Bridgwater 
through  the  Medium  of  tne  Governor  there.    If  the  Matron  of  the  House  at 
Petherton  wanted  any  things  for  instance,  cutting  the  Children's  Hair,  she 
was  to  apply  to  the  Governor  of  the  House  at  Bridgwater.  In  consequence  of 
that,  and  from  some  little  Dispute  between  the  Two  OflScers,  I  believe  they 
did  not  get  what  they  wanted  so  speedily  as  they  ought  to  have  done ;  and 
therefore,  supposing  I  came  as  a  Visitor   at  the  House  at  Petherton,  or 
Mr.  Meade  King,  and  we  wished  the  Children's  Hair  to  be  cut,  and  we  should 
direct  Mrs.  Ellis  to  apply  to  the  Governor  at  Bridgwater  for  him  to  send  out 
a  Person  to  cut  the  Hair,  he,  rather  disliking  her, — bearing  a  Sort  of  Ill-will, 
perhaps, — neglected  to  do  it  immediately ;  and  then  when  we  came  the  next 
or  even  following  Weeks  we  found  this  was  not  done ;  and  the  Children  had  by 
that  Time  wHat  were  called  bad  Heads. 

The  Neglect  was  on  the  Part  of  the  Governor  at  Bridgwater  ? 

Certainly  it  was.  The  Mistress  at  Petherton  has  requested  me  to  order 
different  Things,  saying  that  she  could  not  get  them,  and  1  have  said,  ^^  I  will  go 
there  myself,  as  I  am  going  that  Way,  and  will  speak  to  the  Governor;"  in 
consequence  of  which  she  had  it  sooner.  There  are  several  Things  entered  ia 
the  Book,  Brushes,  and  Things  of  that  Kind,  which  they  could  not  get  in 
proper  Time. 

That  was  owing  to  Gover's  Neglect  ? 

Yes  J  I  have  been  repeatedly  there,  and  have  spoken  to  him. 

Did  you  ever  hear  that  the  Workhouse  was  in  such  a  State  that  the 
Members  of  the  Visiting  Committee  were  afmid  to  visit  it  Four  or  Five  Weeks 
together  ? 

I  heard  such  a  Report,  but  I  did  not  know  the  Truth  of  it. 

Do  you  believe  it  ? 

I  only  know  there  was  such  a  Report  circulated. 

The  Report  was,  that  it  was  so  bad  that  the  Visiting  Guardians  thought  it 
dangerous  to  go  in  ? 

Yes ;  I  think  I  heard  that. 

You,  however,  did  not  participate  in  that  Fear  ? 

No ;  I  certainly  did  not  ^  but  I  took  my  District  at  Petherton,  and  it  wtt 
rather  accidental  than  otherwise,  my  visiting   the  Bridgwater  House ;  but 

I  recollect 
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I  recollect   that  I  did   visit   it,   and   received   the  Answer  that   I   before    Rev.  u.  Parsons. 
mentioned.  — ■ 

Nevertheless  you  did  go  over  the  House  ? 

Tes ;  1  paid  no  Attention  to  what  he  said  ;  I  asked  him  how  he  could  be  so 
foolish  as  to  suppose  it  was  infectious. 

Have  you  been  over  the  new  House  lately  ? 
JL  es« 

In  what  Sort  of  State  is  it  ? 

I  think  it  is  in  a  better  State ;  but  they  have  at  present  no  Nurse  in  the 
House ;  they  appointed  an  improper  Woman  for  Nurse ;  she  was  turned  out, 
and  they  have  nad  no  regular  Nurse  since.  I  inquired  last  Week  how  they 
were^  and  they  said  there  was  nobody  ill. 

You  say  that  when  you  were  there,  and  the  Master  told  you  of  the  infectious 
Nature  of  the  Diarrhoea,  you  laughed  at  it? 

I  had  no  Doubt  the  Disease  was  prevalent  in  the  House,  but  I  laughed  at 
the  Observation,  and  said  I  did  not  believe  it  was  infectious. 

Was  it  the  general  Notion  that  it  was  infectious  ? 

Yes.     I  am  not  a  Medical  Man,  but  I  never  thought  it  was. 

You  are  not  aware  whether,  though  the  simple  Disease  of  Diarrhoea  is  not 
infectious,  yet  with  a  large  Number  congregated  together  in  such  a  State^  and 
the  Atmosphere  rendered  impure,  it  may  become  infectious  ? 

I  do  not  think  they  were  congregated  in  such  a  Manner  as  to  make  a 
Disease  infectious  which  is  not  otherwise  infectious. 

You  thought  they  made  more  of  the  Complaint  than  they  should  ? 

I  do  not  think  they  made  more  of  the  Complaint  than  they  should,  but  that 
they  entertained  an  improper  Notion  on  the  Subject  of  Infection  j  I  believed 
that  the  Complaint  existed,  and  was  fatal  in  certain  Cas^. 

You  thought  the  Complaint  was  produced  bv  the  Diet  ? 
Yes ;  I  thought  it  must  be  produced  by  the  Gruel,  or  something  of  that 
Kind ;  but  I  did  not  consider  it  to  be  infectious. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  REUBEN  CRAVEN  PAYNE  is  called  in,  and  examined  as  follows :       J^f^^  ^^  c.  Payme. 

YOU  live  at  Bridgwater  ?  ' 

I  do. 

You  are  a  Chemist  and  Druggist  ? 

Yes.  I  lived  with  William  Allen,  Plough  Court,  Three  Years  before  I  went 
there. 

You  carry  on  Business  on  your  own  Account  at  Bridgwater  ? 
Yes. 

Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  supplying  the  different  Medical  Gentlemen 
at  Bridgwater  with  Drugs  ? 
I  have  i  several  of  them. ' 

Whom  have  vou  supplied  ? 

I  have  supplied  Jonathan  Toogood  with  Drugs,  about  Two  Years  since  ;  I 
have  supplied  James  Haviland  with  Drugs,  Abraham  King,  Baker,  and  others. 

Do  you  supply  Mr.  Ward  with  Drugs  ? 
Yes,  I  do. 

In  consequence  of  your  supplying  Mr.  Ward  with  Drugs  has  any  Person 
left  off  dealing  with  you? 

A  short  Time  after  Ward  dealt  witljf  me  there  were  One  or  Two  Medical 

Men  spoke  in  rather  a  disrespectful  Way  of  W^rd  j  I  could  not  help  serving 

him  as  a  Customer ;  and  Abraham  King  left  me  within  a  few  Da^s  after,  and 

James  Haviland,  after  I  had  written  him  that  I  could  not  comply  in  promising 
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Mr,  R.  c  Payne,    that  I  would  DOt  Call  in  Ward  as  an  Assistant  Surgeon  during  my 
— — —       Confinement. 

Did  they  give  any  Reason  for  leaving  you  ? 

No. 

Have  they  ever  returned  to  you  ? 
No  ;  they  never  come  to  me  now. 

Had  you  any  Communication  respecting  Doctor  Sully  ? 
I  had. 

Does  he  reside  in  Bridgwater  ? 

No ;  he  resides  about  Twelve  Miles  from  Bridgwater.  He  is  a  Medical  Man; 
I  am  not  sure  that  he  is  a  Physician. 

Had  you  a  Letter  from  him  ? 

Yes ;  it  was  sent  to  me  in  confidence,  with  another  Letter. 

You  do  not  wish  to  disclose  the  Contents  of  it? 

I  would  say  that  Doctor  Sully  wrote  to  Abraham  King  to  request  he  would 
do  Duty  for  him  in  attending  the  Cavalry ;  he  has  been  Surgeon  to  the 
Cavalry  many  Years  j .  he  requested  he  would  do  Duty  for  him  during  bis 
Absence. 

What  do  you  mean  by  doing  Duty  ? 

Attending  them  professionally :  to  which  Abraham  King  replied  in  a  Letter 
that  he  would  with  the  greatest  Pleasure,  with  this  Condition,  that  none  of  the 
Prescriptions  went  to  Payne's. 

You  do  not  know  this  Fact  within  your  own  Knowledge  ? 
I  have  the  Letter. 

Did  he  give  any  Reason  ? 

I  have  King's  Letter  and  Sully's  Letter. 

Did  Mr.  King  give  any  Reason  ? 
He  did  not. 

The  Witness  is  directed  to  withdraw. 
Ordered,  That  this  Committee  be  adjourned. 
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Hungerford  Union, .)  104  to  116. 

Date,  Mary,  residing  at  Doriton  near  Stowej,  .  .  ..  •  855  to  863. 

Ellis,  Amy,  late  Matron  of  the  Workhouse  at  North  Petherton,.  -  -  1020  to  102#. 

GovER,  James,  late  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater,  -  - 1  J9^  J^  !^ 

Grayston,  Jane,  of  Tunstall,  Widow,  .....  339  to  395. 

Hall,  Richard,  Esq.,  an  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner,       -        -         -  /  T2«^?  ^^01 

C  1*3  to  134. 

Inman,  Thomas  Withey,  Esq.,  late  a  Guardian  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,       -  1257  to  1275. 

Johnson,  Major  General,  M.P.,  and  Magistrate  and  Chairman  of  the  Bourn  f  Vm  .    1/^ 

Quarter  Sessions,  .  - |  ^23. 

Johnston,  Mr.  James,  Master  of  the  Towcester  Workhouse,        ...  S66  to  377. 

Kay,  James  Phillips,  M.D.,  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner  in  Norfolk  and  f        j  l^Jf «  * 

Suffolk, .  .         .|  ^J^^*^ 

Kearsey,  Mr.  John,  a  Farmer  and  Miller,  late  Overseer  of  the  Parish  ofl  .^^    ^a 

Shalboume, J^  49  to  7a 

Kino,  Mr.  Abraham,  Surgeon,  Medical  Officer  of  the  Workhouse  of  Bridg- f  ^^  *®  ^^' 
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r  685  to  706. 

KiNO»  Richard  King  Mbadb,  Esq.,  Vice  Chairman  o!  the  Bridgwater  Union^^  1254  to  1257. 

I  1277  to  1280. 

KiHosTON,  Mr.  Anthony,  Churchwarden  and  Overseer  of  the  Fwriah  of  Shal-  \  oat    ai\ 

bourne,  Berks,  in  the  Hungerford  Union,  -  -  -  .J-  xztow. 

LsBK,  Mr.  Stephen,  Basketmaker,  of  Wickham  Market,  -  -         -  455  to  460i 

r  154  to  147. 

Lbwin,  Mr.  John,  a  Farmer  and  Miller  at  Wickham  Market,  Suffolk,  -J  149  to  172. 

L  185  to  191. 

Ling,  Susan,  of  Wraxhall,  Widow,        ---...  381  to  389. 

LococK,  Charlsb,  M.D.,  Physician  and  Accoucheur,  -  .  .  979  to  963. 

MooKE,  Mr.  John,  Governor  of  Flomesgate  Union  Worl bouse,  •  - 1  ^**  to  516 

Newman,  Mr.  Jambs,  Relieving  Officer  of  the  First  District  of  the  Bridgwater  \  ^^^^  .    ^^^ 

Union, |  TW  to  794. 

Parsons,  the  Rev.  Henry,  an  ex  officio  Guardian  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  1302  to  1311. 

Payne,  Mr.  Reuben  Cravbn,  a  Chemist  and  Druggist  at  Bridgwater,  -  1311  to  1312. 

Phillips,  Rachabl,  a  Nurse  at  Bridgwater,  -  -  -  -  1016  to  1017. 

PiTTEM,  Samuel,  a  Tailor  at  Bradford,  .  -  -  .  .  354.  to  357. 

Poolb,  Mr.  John  Evered,  Surgeon  of  the  Cannington  District  of  the  Bridg- 1      -^,       ^^^ 

water  Union, J^  d**  to  «>1. 

Pope,  the  Rev*  Benjamin,  Clergyman  of  Nether  Stowey,        ...  1106  to  1112. 

Reed,  Mary,  a  Nurse  at  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  -  •        1077  to  1083. 

Rowland,  Mr.  William,  Clerk  of  the  Hungerford  Union,  -  -  40  to  48. 

Ruddock,  the  Rev.  Noblett,  an  elected  Guardian  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,    /     J^si  [^  il^' 

Ruddock,  Mr.  Richard  Beadon,  Surgeon  of  the  Nether  Stowey  and  Stogur- ")     647  to  675. 
sey  District,  Bridgwater,       -  -  -  -  .  -  -J      683  to  684. 

Shawb,  Robert  Newton,  Esq.,  Chairman  of  the  Woodbridge  Board  of  Guar- \  ^.^      ^^^ 

dians,  and  a  Magistrate  of  the  County  of  Suffi)lk,  -  -  .  j-  xd»  10  zi^. 

Smales,  Mr.  John  Bartholomew,  a  Schoolmaster  at  Bradford,  -  -        357  to  366. 

Smith,  Mr.  James,  late  Governor  of  the  Workhouse  at  Framlingham,  -        516  to  519. 

Smith,  Ann,  of  Tumstall,  Suffolk,  in  the  Wickham  Market  Union,        -         -        415  to  424. 

SoMMERS,  Mr.  Jambs,  a  Farmer  at  Othery,  and  a  Guardian  of  the  Bridgwater  1      ,^,  .    , ^^^ 
Union*  -  -  -  -  -  --/ 

Stacey,  Salome,  residing  at  Stowey,  -  •  -  - 1 

St  AGO,  Mr.  John,  Relieving  Officer  of  the  Huntspill  and  Polden  Hill  District  \     ^^>^  .    ^^o 
of  the  Bridgwater  Union, /     7i«  to  TiJJ. 

Stanbury,  Catherine,  residing  at  Stowey,        «        •  -  -  .        866  to  870. 

Standert,  Hugh  Chatlby,  Esq.,  a  Surgeon  and  niysidan  at  Taunton,         -        899  to  851. 

Starkey,  the  Rev.  Samuel,  Rector  of  Charlinch,  and  a  GKiardian  of  the  Bridg- 1      1199  to  121 

water  Union,    --  -  -  -  -  -  -  -J      1253. 1254. 

Stradbroke,  the  Eari  of,        •  -  -  -  •  -  -        491  to  493. 

TiLSLBY,  Mr.  Horatio  Nelson,  Surgeon  of  the  North  Petherton  District^  \     ^.^^  .    ^ .  ^ 
Bridgwater, J-     W3  to  047. 

TooGooD,  Mr.  Baruch,  Surgeon  to  the  Poldenham  District  of  the  Bridgwater  \     ^^^      g^. 
Union, J-     5J J  to  5«. 

TooGOOD,  Mr.  Jonathan,  Surgeon,  residing  at  Bridgwater,        -  -        -  /     ]^^  -^  ^^^ 

Trood,  Mr.  John,  Assistant  Master  of  the  Workhouse  at  Bridgwater,  -        1144  to  1161. 

{525  to  532. 
563  to  565. 
1029.  1031.  to 
1033. 1113. 

Underdo WN,  Mr.  Robert  George,        ......        1276. 

Waites,  Mr.  James  Franklin,  Relieving  Officer  of  the  Fourth  District  of  \     ^^^ .    *-^2o 
the  Bridgwater  Union, J-     770  to  782. 

Waites,  Mrs.  Mary,        ^--.-...        782  to  784. 

Walker,  Kitty,  Midwife  at  Nether  Stowey,  ....        735  to  790. 

Ward,  John  Rodney,  Mr.,  Surgeon  of  the  Bridgwater  District  and  Work-l      1085  to  1106. 
house,  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -J      1114  to  1144. 

C    589  to  597. 
Warry,  George,  Esq.,  late  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridg- 1      599  to  631. 
water  Union,  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -S      1066  to  1076. 

I     1237  to  1263. 
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863  to  866. 
and  870. 
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r  706  to  72a 

WsALEy  Robert,  Eiq^  an  Assistaitt  JPdor  Law  Commimoner^  -  -^  887. 88& 

I  1280  to  1302. 

Wblton,  Mr.  William,  Surgeon,  and  a  Mtdicid  Officer  of  the  Woodbridge  \  .q-  .    ,^ 

Union,  -  -  -       - /  *y3  to  fys. 

WiGG,  Mr.  Richard,  Relieving  Officer  of  the  Plomesgate  Union,        -  •  301  to  331. 

Williams^  the  Rev.  Daniel,  Curate  of  Shalboume,  Bucks,  -  -  90  to  104. 

Wise,  Mr.  John,  a  Guardian  of  the  Parish  of  Litchborough,       -        -  -  377  to  379. 

Wix,  JEloBERT,  Farm  Servant  of  Easton,  Suffolk,  ....  44f9  to  454j, 

WooLLBY,  Elizabeth,  residing  at  Stowey,  -  -  -  -  j^  ^^^  g^j  ' 

Young,  Mr.  Robert^  Surgeon  of  the  Hill  Distnot,  Bridgwater  Union,  -  675  to  683. 
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Names  of  Witneatet  and  Page  of  ETidenet. 


Able-bodied  Labourers.    (See  LabaurerSf  Abh'bodiedJ) 

Account  of  Money  expended  by  each  Pkuish  in  the  Bridg- 1 
water  Union  in  ISd?)       -  -  -  -J 

Act,  New  Poor  Law,  EztractB  from,  *  •       • 

(See  Ward-^  Medical  Qfflcere.) 
Action  was  brought  against  Mr.  Ward  by  Mrs*  Webber  of  1 
Taunton,  for  Want  of  Skill  -  -  -J 

■■  —  for  Slander,  .... 

Actions  were  brought  by  Medical  Officers  of  the  Bridg- 1 
water  Union  for  the  Amount  of  their  Salaries,      -  } 


ILE.M.  King, 
Baker, 

J.Toogood,  - 

Ward, 

Ward, 


700  to  702. 
976.  ' 

764-765. 
11S0.11S1. 
1114  to  1116. 


ILUnderwood,       529. 580. 


Adams,  Jane,  flogging  of,  in  Tbimbleby  Union  Workhouse^ 


-«as  to  cutting  her  Hair  off, 


Bull,     - 

J.  Brown, 

Pittem, 

Smales, 

Johnston, 

Smales, 

Johnston, 


} 


Addison,  Mr.  Joseph,  Evidence  of,  ... 

— -  Appointment,  Salary,  and  Allowance  to,  as  Surgeon 

for  the  Middlezoy  District,  and  Popidation  of,    - 

his  Qualifications  as  a  Surgeon  and  Apothecary,     - 

— -^  his  Letters  to  the  Bridgwater  Union  Guardians  1 

offering  to  take  the  Middlezoy  District  for  40^,  -  J 

(See  Medical  Officers-^  Ward^  young.) 
Advertisement  for  Medical  Men  for  the  Bridgwater  Union,  1     d  ir  nyi  v  ^  o/\o 

June  1837,  -  -  -  -  -/     ^^.M.King,         698. 

Affidavit  of  Lucretia  Cook  as  to  ineffectual  Application  1 
for  Parish  Doctor,  •  -  -  -  J 
of  J.  Gover  in  the  Case  of  R.  Kidner, 

■  of  W.  Sprouting  as  to  Mr.  Ward  taking  a  Bone  out  \ 

of  his  Side,  -  -  -  .  ./ 

■  of  J.  and  J.  G.  Toogood,  J.  G.  Parker,  E.  A.  Stradling,  ^ 

J.  Haviland,  and  H.  Axford,  as  to  Diarrhoea  not  >    Bowen, 
prevailing  out  of  Bridgwater  Workhouse,    •        -J 

{See  Booth — Lancashire.) 


ILUnderdown, 
A.  King, 
Addison, 


J.Toogood,  • 

Gover, 

J.Toogood,  • 
Ward, 


Agreement  with  S.  Booth  for  Labour  in  Lancashire, 

Agricultural  Produce  has  increased  in  Value,  but  Agri- 1 
cultural  Labour  has  not,  -  •  -  j 

-  Family,  what  is  a  large  one,  .  -  - 

AiRET,^  Benjamin,  Case  of,  -  -  - 


AiRET,  Robert,  Case  of,  and  Family, 


I 


Earnings  of,  •  «  -  - 

Distress  of  his  Family,  ... 

Allowance  to,  under  old  and  new  Poor  Law, 
Rent  of  Cottage,  •  •  • 

Proposal  for  him  to  go  to  Yorkshire, 

better  off  under  old  than  new  Poor  Law,   • 


AiRSY,  George,  Case  of, 


-—  his  Family  and  Eamines,  ... 
-—  Allowance  to,  under  old  and  new  Poor  Law, 
—  his  Cottage  Rent,  .  •  - 

(151.— Ind.)  8  D  8 


Shawe, 

R.K.M.King, 

Bowen, 

Barclay, 

Lewin, 
Barclay, 
R.  Airey, 

{Barclay, 
R.  Airey, 
R.  Airey, 
Barclay, 
R.  Airey, 

R.  Airey, 

R.  Airey, 

{Lewin^ 
Barclay, 
G.  Airey, 

G.  Airey, 
G.  Airey, 
G.  Airey, 


9»5  to  241. 
850. 35L 

858. 859.  SeS. 
869  to  873. 

^m  to  868. 
584  to  589. 
525. 526. 
675.576. 
565  to  589. 


761  to  763. 

1015. 1016. 

766. 

1142.1148. 

916.  917. 


to 


268.26^ 

699. 

804. 

297.  298. 

fl7a    187 
I     19a 

295to298» 
r424.    425. 
1489.455. 

297*  298. 

426  to  428. 

427  to  489. 
296. 

427. 
f  427. 428.  482. 
I     488. 

487. 488. 

187  to  189. 

298.299. 
r439    to    449. 
I     454. 

439  to  446. 

439  to  442. 

443. 
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Allen,  Charlotte,  Case  of, 


-  as  to  her  labouring  under  Puerperal  Fever,  &c., 

-  her  Application  for  a  Doctor, 

•  Medical  Attendance  onu    - 

-  Messrs.  Ruddock  and  King  attended  her, 

•  as   to  Mr.  Ruddock   not  being  employed  in   the  1 

Case  of,  .  .  .  ./ 

•  Mr.  Ward's  Attendance  on,  - 

•  her  Allowance  from  the  Bridgwater  Union,     - 


Examination  of. 


'  her  Removal  from  Bridgwater  and  Return, 

• her  Predisposition  to  Typhus  Fever, 

Allotments  are  a  great  Assistuice  to  the  Poor,  - 
— —  in  Shalboume,  and  Rate  paid  for. 


• as  to. Rent  and  Profits  of, 


■{ 
-{ 


Allowance,  Scale  of,  is  not  good  for  Poor,  -  .  - 

{See  Medical  Officers.) 
Answers  of  Medical  Officers  of   Bridgwater    Union    to^ 
Ph)posa]s  of  Board  of  Guardians  as  to  their  > 
Salaries,  -  .  •  .  ^J 

{See  OaA.) 
Appointment  of  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner, 
Apprentices,  Parish,  as  to, 

Assessment,  Annual  Averages  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,    - 
^  of  North  Petherton,  .  . 

{See  Deaths.) 
Average  Number  of  Deaths  in  the   Bridgwater  Union  \ 

Workhouse,  and  Mode  of  taking  of,  -        -  J 
Number  of  Paupers  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Work-  X 

house,  -  .  .  .J 

AxFORD,  Mr.  Frederick,  Evidence  of,        -  -  . 
his  Letter  as  to  Division  of  Bridgwater  Union  into  \ 

Medical  Districts,  and  Answers  thereto,  -  J 

• warned  by  Mr.  King  not  to  visit  the  Bridgwater  > 

Union  Workhouse  on  account  of  Diarrhoea,        -  / 

B. 

Baker,  Mr.  William,  Evidence  of,        - 

complains  of  the  Sickness  and  State  of  the  Work-  f 

house,  and  requeste  that  no  more  Paupers  mmy  be< 
admitted^  .  .  \.  ^    A 

-•'  .'        makes  a  Statement  to  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  \ 
Bridgwater  Union  as  to  the  Nunaber  of  Deaths  in,  J  . 


J.  Toogood, 

J.  Waites, 

M.  Waites, 

K.  Walker, 

Standert, 

Woolley, 

Date, 

Stacey, 

Stanbury, 

Allen, 

Locock, 

Pope, 

Ward, 

Warry, 

Ruddock, 
WooUey,       . 
Allen, 
Weale, 
Date, 

J.  Waites,      - 

Allen, 

J.  Waites, 

Ruddock, 

Walker, 

M.  Waites,    - 

Woolley, 

Date, 

Btacey, 

Stanbury, 

Standert, 

Locock, 

Ward, 

J.  Waites,      - 

Ward, 

Kingston, 

Rowland, 

Shawe, 

Kingston, 

Williams,       . 

Cundle^ 

Cundle, 

Bowen, 


f  743  to  750. 
1 753  to  757. 

770  to  777. 

782  to  784. 

785  to  79a 

839  to  85a 

851.  852. 

855  to  863. 

863  to  866. 

941  to  947. 

979  to  983. 

1106  to  Ilia 
/ 1125  to  113a 
11138.1139. 
f  625.  626. 
1 1248.  124a 

662  to  675w 
852. 

946. 

717  to  719. 

859. 

775  to  778. 

945.  946. 
774.  775. 

663  to  675. 
788.  789. 
783.  784. 
852. 

857. 

864.865. 

867. 

839  to  841. 

979  to  983. 

1125  to  1130* 

775. 

1132. 1133. 

39.4a 

44.  45. 47. 

274. 

25. 

94. 

116. 

116. 

815. 


R.K.  M.King,        691.692: 


Weale, 

Rowland, 

R.K.M.King, 
R.K.M.King, 

Bowen, 
Bowen, 

Warry,      •    . 
Axfbrd, 


1287. 

44. 

700  to  702: 


f907to9ia 
1 935  to  937. 

907.908. 
1181  toiiggr 

600to604.  ' 
1185  to  1187. 


Sommers^ 

Colthurst, 
Starkie, 

Axford, 


958  to  979- 
r  1043. 1044. 
I  1047. 

1171  to  117a 

1254. 

1193.  1194. 
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Baker^  Mr,  William,  his  Opinion  is  Talaable^  -         -  Axford, 

— »——  his  constant  Attendance  as  Guardian,  -           •  N*  Ruddock,  - 

■  ■  ■    as    to    his  Statement  of  Diarrhoea  in  Bridgwater  1  inmnn 

Workhouse,         -            .            .  ^           .  j^n*«i» 

Barclay,  James  Prinqle,  Esq.,  Evidence  of,  .        .  .         .         i 


Barker,  Mary,  Widow,  Case  of,  •  -  .4 

■         Allowance  to^  under  old  and  new  Poor  Law, 
Barnbtt,  Mr.  Absalom,  Evidence  of, 


Lewin, 

Barclay, 

Barclay, 


■{ 


Kingston, 

Kearsey, 

Cundle, 

Gover, 

Bindon, 

Ward, 

Trood, 

Colthurst, 
Starkey, 
BuHer, 
Inman, 
Weale, 
upon  what  Application  bought  for  the  Bridgwater  r     Sommers, 


Bastardy,  Decrease  of,  is  owing  to  new  Poor  Law, 
Beds,  Want  of,  and  Number  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 


Number   of  Persons  in  each,  in  the  Bridgwater^ 
Workhouse,  -  -  -  .         -a 


Workhouse, 
State  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 


•{ 


Beer,  Allowance  of,  to  Poor  in  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 
Beer  Houses  have  less  Custom  since  the  passing  of  new  i 


Poor  Law, 
at  Shalboume, 

Number  of,  in  Wickham  Market, 
in  Woodbridge  Union,  Number  of. 


/ 


Bebr  Licence  for  Jane  Grayston,  by  whom  paid-for. 
Bell,  Mr.  William  David,  Evidence  of^ 

BiVDON,  Harriet,  Evidence  of. 


Case  of. 


Tea  and  Sugar  for,  stopped. 


■  ■  has  the  Diarrhoea  in  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

■  examined  by  Mr.  Weale,  -  -  -        - 
■■           Illness  and  Death  of  Two  of  her  Children  from  Diar-^  l 

rboea  in  Pe  theft  oh  Workhouse,  -  -  J 

— »——  does  not  receive  Necessaries  ordered  by  Medical ) 

Officer  of  Bridgwater  Union,  -  *         -  J 

BiNDON,  JoHV,  Death  of,  -  -  • 

Blaxe,  Sir  Gilbert,  his  Opinion  of  Space  necessary  inl 
Hospitals,  -  •  •  •/ 

Blythind  Ukion,  Diet  used  in,  • 

Board  of  Guardians.    (See  Guard%a$i$.) 

Books  of  Unions,  if  regularly  kept,  would  give  the  true*^ 
State  of  Workhouses,  «  •  • 

Booth,  Sophia,  Widow,  Evidence  of. 


Case  of, 


Ages  of  her  Children,  .  .  - 

•  Character  of,  ... 
her  Allowance  under  old  and  new  Poor  Law,  and  r 

Reasons  for  Reduction  of,  -  -  - 1 

•  Agreement  of,  for  Labour  in  Lancashire, 

-{ 
■{• 
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'  her  going  to  and  Return  from  Lancashire, 
.  Wages  she  received  in  Lancashire,  * 


Inman> 

Sommers, 

Ward, 

Weale, 

Bowen, 

Cundle, 

Williams, 
Leek, 
Shawe, 
Grayston, 


Tilsley, 

R.K.M.King, 

Bowen, 

Bindon, 

Buller, 

Ellis, 

Bindon, 

R.  Underdown, 

Bindon, 

Bindon, 

Bindon, 
Bowen, 


-{ 


1194. 1195. 
1238. 

1268. 

f277to80a 
lSd2toS43. 

17a 

294^295. 

294^295. 

461  to  464. 

39. 
68. 
111.112. 

1027. 1028. 

1026. 

1102.  1103. 
f  1152.  1155. 
1      1156. 

1178.  1179. 

1212. 1213. 

1220. 

1260.  1267. 

1300. 

1053. 

1260.  1261. 

1065. 1066. 

1101.  1102. 

1300. 

8ia 

in.  112. 

loa 
46a 

271. 

391.  392; 

f  173  to  183. 
1 192  to  202. 

1024  to  1027. 

641. 

705. 

891  to  893. 

1024  to  1027.^ 

1218. 1219. 

1021. 

1024*1025. 

1029. 

1025. 

1025. 

1025.1026. 
891  to  893. 


Ellis,     .       . 

1023. 

Bowen, 

f  882  to  886. 
I    949.950. 

L^Stradbroke, 

493. 

Weale, 

1285. 

•                      -- 

396  to  414. 

Lowing 

134.166  to  169* 

Shawe, 

258  to  265. 

Booth, 

397  to  4l4w 

Shawe, 

258.  259. 

Booth, 

396.397. 

Kay,     -        . 

468. 

Shawe, 

259  to  261. 

Booth, 

397. 398. 

Shawfe, 

263.  264. 

Shawe, 

260.261. 

Booth, 

396.  397.  400. 

Shawe, 

261. 

Booth, 

399  to  403. 
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BooTH>  Sophia,  Wages  she  wfts  to  hare  in  Lancashire, 

Statement  in  Suffolk  Chronicle  as  to, 

■    ■       her  Letters  from  Lancashire  as  to  her  dittsested  State, 

her  Statement  to  Mr.  Turner,  .  .  - 

>  '    Committal  of  her  Children  to  Prison  for  Breach  of  1 
working  Contract  in  Lancashire,  -  «  / 

■    Proceedings  of  Board  of  Guardians  on  her  Case,  and  1 
Allowance  to,  -  •  -  -  -  J 

'■  Subscription  of  Poor  for,  .  .  • 

(See  Gruel—  SkUky.) 
— — -  Skilley  how  made  by,  .... 

'    sent  to  Prison,  and  Reasons  for, 


Names  of  TntaesBes  and  Paga  of  Brldcnoft 


sent  to  Nacton  Workhouse,  and  her  Rencounter  with 
the  Governor,  -  -  -  - 


was  attended  by  Surgeon  Welton  in  Nacton  Work- 1 
house,  -  -  -  -  -J 

her  general  Conduct  in  Nacton  Workhouse, 


Booth, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Booth, 

Shawe, 
Booth, 

Constable, 

Booth, 
/'Booth, 
I  Kay, 

1  Constable, 

Welton, 
Constable, 


{See  Marvin-^Camr^KetOe.) 
Bourn  Union,  Population  of,  is  18,000,  or  19,00Q, 

■ consists  of  Twenty-seven  Parishes, 

Population  of,  is  2,500, 

■             Union  Workhouse  will  hold  820  Persons, 
«— »— . Medical  Officers  oi^  -  • 


■{ 


as  to  Subscription  at,  for  Poor  who  had  been  refused  f 
Out-door  Relief  by  Guardians  of,  •  -i 

Names  and  Particulars  of  Sixteen  Families  appljringl 
for  Relief  in,  -  .  -  -J 
Union  Workhouse»  State  of  Paupers  in,          -  - 
— -  Dislike  of  Working  Classes  to, 
as  to  Ill-treatment  of  a  Woman  in. 


BouvERiB,  Mr.,  appointed  Chairmail 
Union  in  1838, 


BowEN,  Mn,  Evidence  oC 


of  th^  Bridgwater^ 


establishes  and  edits  the  Bridgwater  Alfred,  and  1 

Reasons  for,  -  -  -  -  j 

■  ■  '  writes  for  Newspapers,  ^  -  - 

■     ■   ■*  Letter  of,  on  the  new  Poor  Laws,  to  the  King,  was  "I 

published  soon  afler  passing  new  Poor  Laws,      -  J 

■■      Author  of  Twelve  Letters  on  the  Operation  of  the  1 

new  Poor  Law,  -  -  -  -  / 

Reasons  for  giving  up  his  Seat  at<tke  Board  of> 

Guardians,  -  -  -  -     -  -/ 

his  Attempts  to  procure  a  Change  of  Diet  in  the  1 

Bridgwater  Workhouse,  -  -  -  /  - 

'  his  Attention  to  a  Ship's  Crewiaavi^ntCate  oil 
Dysentery,  -  .     »      .  ./ 

■  is  a  Man  of  high  Honour,  .  -  • 

Mode   of  Inquiry  into  Matters  contained  in    hisl 

Pamphlet  by  Aaaistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner,  J 

■  his  Refusal  to  be  examined  by  Assistant  Poor  Law  i 

Commissioner,  and  Reasons  for,  *     -  -  / 

Boys,  Wages  paid  to.    {See  Wages.) 
Bradfield  Union,  Mode  of  giving  Relief  in, 

Bradford,  Meeting  at,  to  take  into  Consideration  the  Sab«  "l 
ject  of  the  new  Poor  Law,        .   -  -  « J 

'   ■'  '    ■  Riot  at,  on  account  of  new  Poor  Law, 

Brat,  Elizabeth,  Evidence  of,  -  .  •        .   - 

■'  becomes  ill  from  washing  Linen  at  the  Bridgwater  1 
Workhouse,  -  -  -         -  -/ 

Bread,  Price  of,  regulates  that  of  Labour, 

—  Quantity  oC  Paupers  receive  in  Nacton  Workhouse, 

-  and  Cheese  Diet,  recommended  by  Medical  Officers  1 
instead  of  Gruel,  negatived  by  Board  of  Guar-  > 
diai^s,  -  •  -  .         •         .J 


Gen.  Johnson, 

Bell, 

Bell, 

Bell, 

Gen«  Johnson, 

BeU, 

Gen.  Johnson, 

Bell, 

BeU, 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Gen.  Johnson, 
Gren.  Johnson, 
G«B.  Johnson, 

Starkey, 


Brsffit,  Case  of. 


I 


Bowen, 
Bowen, 
Liman, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

BoweU;, 

Bowen, 
Axford, 
Weale, 

Weale, 

Hall, 

Bull, 

Bull, 

•      •  • 

Bray, 

Reed, 

Kearsey, 
Constable,     « 

N,  Ruddod^, 

Sommers,   . 

Ward, 


400to40S. 
260. 261. 
962. 
264^265. 

264  to  266. 
403. 404. 

265  to  268. 
403.404. 

502  to  504. 

410. 

407-  408.  411. 

489to49L 
/500to502. 
1505. 

496  to  498. 

500. 


19. 
201. 
201. 
183. 
19. 

201.202. 
16  to  21.  523. 
179.  ISO- 
IS  1  to  183« 
17a20a202. 
523. 
6.  7. 

IL 14  to  17. 
1L12. 


{ 


{ 


1206. 

795  to  837. 
872  to  887. 
889  to  913. 
915  to  941. 
949  to  957. 

814.  877.  87a 

815. 

1271. 

815. 

873.  874. 

1065. 

94a 

1195. 

1297  to  1299. 

130a 


126. 

f  173. 173.^02. 
t     203. 
248.249. 

1017  to  1O20. 
1017  to  1019. 
1079.  losa 

58. 
504.505. 

1235.1236. 

1058 
rllOS.      1104. 
i      1118.  1122. 
I     1124. 
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Bridgwater,  People  of,  hostile  to  new  Poor  Law, 

— —  18  not  a  healthy  Place,  ...        - 

■  Diet  of  People  at  and  near,^         -  -  -  < 

Employ  of  Population  in,  •  -  - 

— .i—  Parish  Rates  of,  reduced, 

■  Account  oft  when  first  published, 

(See  Diorrkaa.) 

■  Diarrhoea  was  generally  known  at,  to  be  in  the") 

Union  Workhouse,  -  ■  -J 

Dispensary  established  at,  by  Mr.  J.  Toogood, 

Infirmary    established    by   Mr.  J.   Toogood,    its  1 

Objects,  -  -  -  -  -/ 

Bridgwater  Union,  Number  of  Parishes  of,  and  average  1 
annual  Assessment,        -         -        -         -  -  / 

Expenditure  of,  is  ^£10,401, 

Population  of,  is  28,000, 

— — ^  Poor  Rate,  Amount  of,  under  old  Poor  Law, 

■  Number  of  Guardians  of, 

Number  of  Churchwardens  and  Overseers  of, 

— —  Overseer,  Assistant,  Salary  of,  and  Duties, 

■  Relieving  Officers  of  the,  are  Four,  and  Duties'! 

of,  -  -  -  -  -J 

Salaries  of,  -  -  .  - 

have  not  sufficient  discretionary  Powers, 

-  System  of,  is  bad,  -  -  .  - 

■  Districts,  as  to  Alteration  of,  -        - 

(See  MedUxd  Offioers.) 

■  Division  of,  into  Medical  Districts,  and  Salaries  to  1 

Medical  Officers,  -  •  -  - ) 

— —  Amount  of  Bills  of  Medical  Men  of,  when  they  \ 

were  not  under  annual  Payment,        •        •         -J 

(See  Ouardtane.) 

■  Board  of  Guardians  of,  often  refuse  Relief  to  Paupers,  1 

and  Reasons  for,  -  -  -  -  / 

(See  Cases,) 

-— refuse  Relief  to  William  Hayman,  and  Reasons  \ 

for, J 

■  Number  of,  necessary  to  carry  a  Resolution  on  1 

a  Division,  &c.,  -  -  -  •  / 

their  Resolution  as  to  general  Relief, 


Names  of  Witnessef  and  Page  of  Evidence. 

Warry, 

B.  Toogood,  - 

Poole, 

Tilsley, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

1245. 

54L 

550. 

642. 

808. 

80a809. 

808. 

Trood, 

J.  Toogood,  • 

f  1152.1100. 
1   1161. 
741. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

732. 733.  786. 

R.E.M.King, 

700.701. 

Weale, 

A.  King, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

Weale. 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

1287. 

565. 

816. 

875. 

713. 

816  to  818. 

817. 

816.  817. 

Bowen, 

817  to  822. 

Bowen, 
Bowen, 
Bowen, 
A.  King, 

825. 

825.826. 

821. 

567  to  575. 

Weale, 

706.707. 

Warry, 

627.62a 

Reasons  why  Mr.  Bowen  gave  up  his  Seat  at, 

Difficulty  of  Poor  obtaining  Relief  in, 

■  District  No.  3.,  Parishes  it  contains,  and  Medical  ) 

Officers  of,  -  -  -  -  -  / 

Objections  to  the  Order  of  Board  of  Guardians  as  1 

lo  Funerals  of  Poor,  -  -  -  J 

Medical  Officer's  Orders  in  respect  to  Diet  not  at- 1 

tended  to,  -  -  -  -  i 

■         Visiting  and  Medical  Officers  Books  are  laid  before  1 

Board  of  Guardians  on  each  Board  Day,  •  J 

— .—  Sickness  prevails  in,  prior  to  Mr.  King's  Letter  of  the  ) 

25th  October,  -  -  -  -  j 

(See  Diarrhaa^Deaths,) 

Diarrhoea,  as  to  its  Prevalence  in,  -  • 

— -  Illness  of  Paupers  in,  stated  to  Board  of  Guardians,  i 

and  Mr.  King's  Letter  thereon,  and  the  Diet,      •  J 

Objections  to  the  Admission  of  more  Paupers  into, 

-  Magistrates,  Number  of,  in  the, 

■  unhealthy  State  of,  in  March  18379  Motion  on,  by  1 
Mr.  Baker,  -  -  -  -  -J 

■  Address  voted  by  Board  of  Guardians  of  the,  to  ) 

Lord  John  Russell,  •  -  •  J 

(See  Medical  Officers ''Eq>ort'- Visitor-^  VisUors  Book-^ 
Visiting  Committee — Diarrhaa — Guardians — SkiUey.) 
Bridgwater  Union  W*orkhousb  — 

(^See  Building  Committee — Blane — PenUentiary'^Wcrkhcuse.) 

Situation,  Construction,  and  Number  it  will  con 

tain,         -  ...  - 


—  Objections  to  Form  of  Windows,    - 

—  Number  it  will  hold,  and  Beds  in, 

—  Number  of  Beds  in,  - 
(151.— Ind.) 


Bowen, 


822. 823. 


Bowen, 

f  822.  823.  878 
■     \     879. 

Bowen, 

836.  837. 

Bowen, 
Bowen, 
Bowen, 

835  to  837. 
872  to  874. 
826  to  828. 

Chinn, 

1033. 1039. 

Bowen, 

834. 835. 

Bowen, 

899. 90a 

Warry, 

1072. 

Colthurst, 

1165. 1166. 

1073. 
rll64  to  116£ 
1     1176. 1177 

1070. 

872. 

Warry, 

1069  to  1071. 

Weale, 

-        713- 

:} 


8  E 


Tilsley, 
Bowen, 

Bowen, 

Baker, 

Gover, 


{ 


643. 

879  to  881. 
949. 950. 
977.  978. 
966  to  968. 
1027. 
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Bridgwatkr  Union  Workbovss,  Number  at  Peraons  in 
a  Bed  in,  -  -  -  - 

-— i— -  Bedd  are  ordered  in,  by  Visiting  Committee,  - 

old  and  new  compared,       .... 

short  Supply  of  Water  to>        • 

■  is  under  the  Medical  Care  of  Mr.  A.  King,  and  J 

Salary  for,  -  -  -  - 1 

■  Average  Number  of   Paupers   in,   from  1829  to\ 

18S5, J 

Return  of  the  Number  of  Paupers  in  the,  fromi 

1837tol8S8,        .  .  -  ./ 

general  Appearance  of  Paupers  in,  in  1837,    - 

Cost  per  Head  of  Paupers  in,  - 

»  Slate  of  Inmates  of,  before  and  after  Gruel  intro- 1 

duced,      -  -  -  -  -J 

(See  Diei.) 

Diet,  as  to  Change  of,  in,  during  the  Diarrhoea, 

Diet,  Change  of,  in,  in  1837,  and  Effects  of,    - 

■  Diet  of,  objected  to  by  Medical  Men, 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  BridoKe. 


(See  Oover.) 
Governor  and  Family  attacked  with  Diarrhcea, 

Unhealthy  State  of,  -  -  - 


-{ 


(See  Diarrkeecu) 
State  of,  during  Diarrhoea, 


State  of,  when  Mr.  Ward  was  appointed,    - 
Diarrhoea  in,  - 

crowded  State  of,    -  -  -  •  -  / 

Proposal  to  take  an  additional  House  for  Paupers,  1 
the  Workhouse  being  full,  objected  to,        -        -  J 

Request  to  separate  hedthy  from  sick  Paupers  in,  not  v 
complied  with,      -  -  •  -  j 

Remonstrance  made  to  the  Visiting  Committee  of, 
against  sending  in  more  Paupers,  on  account  of^ 
Diarrhoea,  .  -  . 

Sickness  in,  and  Knowledge  of,  by  Chairman  of) 
Board  of  Guardians,         -  -  -  -  J 

(See  Children.) 

of  Children  in,  -  .  - 

Convalescents  in,  sent  to  the  Petherton  Workhouse, 
Deaths  of  Paupers  in,  for  Two  and  also  for  Twelve  1 

Months,  -  -  -  -  -  -J 

of  the,  from  Diarrhoea,  who  had  been  removed  ) 

to  Petherton,        -  -  -  -  j 

Patients,  independent,  Number  of,  in  the. 
Able-bodied  Labourers  Admission  into,  under  old  1 
Poor  Law,  -  -  •  -  -  / 

(See  Visiting  Committee.) 
Visiting  Committee  of,  Form  of  Letter  of  Summons  1 
for  Members  Attendance^    -  -  -/ 


BindoD, 

1026. 

Underdown,  - 

1031. 1082. 

Underdown,  - 

1032. 

Bowen, 

884. 

Sonuners, 

1059. 

R.  Underdown, 

525-5^ 

A.  King, 

565  to  575. 

B.  Toogood,  - 

538-539. 

Bowen, 

886. 

Weale, 

888. 

Bowen, 

900. 

R.K.M.King, 

704. 

Gover, 

1006.  1007. 

R,K.M.King, 

705. 

Bowen, 

812.  813. 

Bowen, 

885. 

Poole, 

5S3. 

Baker, 

964.965. 

Warry, 

631. 

Sommers, 

1054. 1055. 

Bowen^ 

f  903.  904. 928. 
I     929. 

A.  King, 

f986.  1005. 
1     1006. 

Gover, 

1007  to  1009. 

Bray, 

1019. 

Ellis, 

1025. 

#^1042.    1049. 

Somrners, 

J  1054.    1056. 
\  1058  to  1061. 

L1IO6. 

Reed, 

1077. 

Ward, 

1101.1102. 

fll46.      1149. 

Trood, 

J      1150.  1155. 

I     1156. 

Starkey, 

1207  to  1209. 

Buller, 

1218. 1219. 

N.  Ruddock, 

1221.  1222. 

Inman, 

1258. 

Ward, 

10S9  to  1101. 

Tilsley, 

641.642. 

Gover, 

1027. 

Underdown,  - 

1031. 

Colthurst, 

1179.  \\m 

A.  King, 

995  to  998. 

Poole, 

555. 

Bowen^ 

913. 

Baker, 

f  960.  961. 
1964  to  968. 

Sommers, 

fl043.  1(H4. 
L     1047. 

Warry, 

1238  to  1242. 

Gover, 

1028. 

A.  King, 

997.998. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

74a  741. 

R.K.M,King, 

705. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

768.769. 

Bowen, 

811.812. 

Bowen, 


872. 
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Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  Visitors  Book  of  thei 
9th  of  March  1838,  Extracts  from,     -        -        -J 

Supply  of  Provisions  to  Paupers  under  old  Poor") 

-^^—  Prevalence  of  Itch  in,  - 

-^^—  Nurses  and  Work  People,  as  to  hiring  of,  during  l 
Sickness  in,  -  -  -  -  -  J 

Refusal  of,  to  work  at,      - 

(See  Towcester^Lichbarough.) 
BaiGHTWELL,  Elizabeth,  Case  of,  .  - 

Brown,  John,  Evidence  of,    -  -  -  -  - 


Names  of  Witnenes  and  Puge  of  Efidciice. 


Case  of, 


Brown,  Hannah,  Widow,  Evidence  of,    - 
Case  of,  -  - 


Relief  she  received  before   and  after  new  Poor 
Law,    -  -  .  -  . 


'< 


■{ 


} 


Buckingham,  John,  Case  of,        -  - 

Building    Committee,   Report  of,  as    to    Windows    of  1 
Workhouse  at  Bridgwater,         -         -  -J 

Bull,  the  Rev.  G.  S.,  Evidence  of,  -  - 

Explanation  of  his  Evidence,  .  .  - 


BuLLER,  Robert  Beadon,  Esq.,  Evidence  of, 

Buscott,  Case  of,  in  the  Farringdon  Union,        ... 

c. 

Cam,  John,  Case  of,  for  sleeping  in  ^n  OutlHMise  of  Lord  \ 

Willoughbjr,        -  -  -  -  ./ 

— — —  Time  he  was  in  Workhouse,        -  - 

-  his  Refusal  to  go  into  the  Workhouse  at  Bourne,  - 

as  to  his  Pension,     .  -  -  -  . 

probable  Earnings  of  his  Family,        -  -  - 

Character  of,        -  -  -  -  • 

(See  Pool) 
Cannington  District  of  tbe  Briagwater  Union,  Appoint- 1 
ment  of  Mr.  J.  E.  Pool  as  Surgeon  to, «  -  j 

and  Stowey  Districts,  Messrs.  Ruddock  and  Poole's  1 

Appointment  to,  and  Salary,        -  •  -  / 

Cannon,  Mr.  James,  Evidence  of,  -  • 

Card  of  Mr.  Ward.    (See  Ward.) 

Cases.     (See  under  tkeir  respective  Niames,) 
Adams,  Jane. 
Airey,  Benjamin. 
Airey,  Robert, 
Airey,  George, 
Allen,  Charlotte. 
Barker,  Mary. 
Bindon,  Harriet. 
Booth,  Sophia. 
Bray,  Elizabeth. 
Breffit. 

Brightwell,  Elisabeth. 
Brown,  John. 
Brown,  Hannah. 
Buscott. 
Cam,  John. 
Coles,  Mrs. 
Colton. 

Cotton,  Widow. 
Cross. 

Cummings,  Betty. 
(151.— Ind.)  8  E  2 


Bowen, 

955.956. 

Bow  en. 

809  to  812. 

Sommers, 

1058  to  1060. 

Baker, 

964.965. 

Bray, 

1019. 

Wigg, 

330. 

349  to  354. 

r90S  to  205. 

Bull,     -        - 

J      211. 21^. 
S      218. 222. 

I     232  to  235. 

1-345  to  347. 

H.  Brown,     • 

^      34a  353. 

I     354. 

Pittem, 

354.355. 

Wise, 

377  to  37a 

•          •          • 

345  to  349. 

H.  Brown,     - 

345  to  347. 

J.  Brown, 

353. 

Smales, 

360  to  362. 

Wise, 

377  to  379. 

H.  Brown,     - 

345.346. 

Lewin, 

191. 

N.  Ruddock,. 

1232. 1236. 

Inman, 

1263. 

rl72tol73. 

j  202  to  223. 

- 

^  225  to  242. 

1.243  to  258. 

. 

225  to  242. 

. 

1216  to  1220. 

HaD,     - 

78. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

9  to  11. 

Bell,    - 

175  to  178. 

Gen.  Johnson^ 

9  ton. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

10. 

Bell,    . 

177. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

10. 14. 

R«Underdown, 

525.  526. 

Pool 

544  to  547. 

Warry, 

622.623. 

• 

116  to  121. 
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Cases.    (See  under  their  retpeeihe  NammJ) 

Farthing. 

Forrester,  William. 

Gill,  William. 

Glover,  Mary. 

Good,  Mrs* 

Grayston,  Jane. 
.  Green,  Elizabeth. 

Hayman,  William 

Howes,  John  and  Mary* 

Jarmin,  Edward. 

Kent. 

Kettle,  Thomas, 
f    '  Kidner,  Robert* 

Ling,  Susan. 

Macey. 

Marvin,  Edward. 

Millard. 

Minto,  William. 

MuUins,  Sarah* 

Parratt,  J. 

Pollard,  Edward* 

Reynolds. 

Rich,  Jane. 

Rowsell. 

Sellick,  Martha. 

Smith,  Widow. 

Sprouting,  William. 

Stagg,  Mary. 

Starkey* 

Townsend. 

Watts,  Isaac* 

Webber* 

Winn,  Drusilla. 

Winslade,  Sarah. 

Wix,  Robert. 
Casual  Rsliev,  what,         .... 

Caswbll,  W.  L*,  Anpointment  of,  Salary,  and  Allowance  as^ 
Medical  Officer  for  the  Huntspill  District  of  the  > 
Bridgwater  Union,  and  Population  of,         -        -J 

(See  Bridgwater  Vman  Medical  ReU^,) 
Caution  pven  to  Relieving  Officer  of  the    Bridgwater  ^ 
Union^  **  to  be  careful  in    giving    Orders    for  f 
Medical  Relief,"  ...  -J 

Cells.    (See  Ittfraibtory  CeOs.) 

Certificates  and  Testimonials  of  Medical  Men  as  to  their  i 
Proficiency,  -  -  -  -/ 

(See  Wimy.) 
Chairman  of  Bridgwater  Unioni  Duties  of, 

Charity,  private,  has  not  increased  since  Establishment  of  > 
new  Poor  Law,  -  -  -  -  J 

(See  PetAertan.) 
Children,  as  to  Separation  of,  from  their  Ptoents,     - 
-^— -  Relief  is  not  allowed  for,  if  aged  Twelve  Years, 

'■■"  good  Attention  paid  to,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  \ 
Workhouse,         -  -  -  -  -J 

of  Labourers,  as  to  taking  them  into  the  Workhouse, 

■  State  of,  during  Sicknessy  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  1 

Workhouse,         -  -  -  -  -J 


Names  of  Witnenes  sod  Pftgfe  of  Eni^PMi 


Bowen, 


sent  from  Bridgwater  to  P^herton  Workhouse, 


■{ 


(See  Wages.) 

•  Wages  paid  to,  for  Labour,  ... 

•  Allowance  for,  under  old  Poor  Law,        ... 

•  as  to  the  Number  that  should  be  allowed  for,  under  i 

new  Poor  Law,  -  -  -  -  j 

•  Sickness  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

•  a  Number  o£y  are  afflicted  with  Itch  in  Bridgwater  i 

Workhouse,         -  •  -  -j 

-  Education  of,  under  new  Poor  Law,  is  better  than  ) 

under  old,  -  -  -  .  -  j 

•  for  Labour  from  Workhouses  are  preferred  before  ) 

others,  -  -  .  .  .  j 

under  Nine  Years  old.  Guardians  can  alter  Dietary  i 

for. ./ 


933. 


R.Underdown, 
B.Toogood,  - 

525.526. 
538.  539- 

J.  Waites, 
Newman, 

- 

773. 
792.798. 

King, 

696.  697. 

Warry, 

1237.  123a 

Bowen, 

877. 

Kav, 
Bull, 

519  to  522. 
234. 

R.K.M.King, 

127a 

Kearsey, 

59.  60. 

Becher, 

965. 

Gover, 

Ellis, 

SoDuners, 

1009. 

1022.  1023. 
1049.  105a 

Kingston, 
R.  Airey, 

96.  27. 
443. 

Rowland, 

43. 

Gover, 

102a 

Bowen, 

oV«/.   OStt. 

Rowland, 

*5. 

Rowland, 

45. 

A.  King, 

006.997. 
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0«MnlHMdi.  Names  of  Witiii 

CuiLDRBHy  teaching  of»  under  old  and  new  Poor  Law, 

■  are  not  allowed  to  be  spoke  to  by  their  Parents  in ") 

Nacton  Workhouse^         -  -  -  -  J 

'    as  to  Separation  of,  from  their  Parents  in  Nacton ") 

Workhouse^         -  •  -  -  -J 


and  Page  o£  Eiidaoc*. 


— — ^  when  they  can  be  seen  by  their  Parents  in  Wickham  i 
Market  Union^       -  -  -  -  -  j 

■  Separation  of,  from  their  Parents  in  the  I^omesgate  i 

Union,  -  -  -  -  •/ 
State  of,  in  Lainboume  Workhouse,        •        .        • 

■  Allowance  by  Parish  to,  in  Wickham  Market, 

■  Reasons  for  not  taking  them  into  Woodbridge  Union  1 

Workhouse  without  Parents,        -  -  -J 

■  Number  of,  in  the  Union  Workhouse  of  Hungerford, 

■  are  allowed  to  be  seen  by  their  Parents  in  the  1 

Huneerford  Workhouse,  •  -  -  J 

—  Ages  they  are  removed  from  Parents  to  Nursery  in  *> 

Wickham  Market  Union,  -  -  •  j 

Chinn,  Mr.  John,  Evidence  of,        - 

Chippivo  Norton,  Out-door  Relief  given  to  Poor  at,  and  ) 
Consequences  of,  •  -  -  -  J 

Cholic  and  Diarrhoea  are  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,    - 

Church,  Paupers  in  Workhouse  are  not  allowed  to  go  to,  1 
at  Nacton,  •  -  -  -  -  J 

Churchwardens,  Number  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union,     - 

Circular  of  the  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  Union  for  1 
Increase  of  Salary  by  whom  signed,         -  •  / 

Clothing  Club  at  Shalboume,  Advantages  of, 

Clutton  Union,  Sums  paid  for  Medical  Attendance  in  the, 
— —  Pay  for  Midwifery  Cases  in,  -  -  - 
Price  paid  for  Medical  Attendance  in, 

CoLBs's  Child,  Case  of,        -  -  -  -  - 1 

Coles,  Mrs.,  Case  of, 

CoLTHURST,  Mr.,  Evidence  of,  -  •  -        - 

—  warned  by  Mr.  King  not  to  go  into  Workhouse  on  "I 
account  of  Diarrhoea,  *      •  •  -  J 

Colton,  Case  of,  «... 

(See  Medical  Officers.) 
Combination  of  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  Union, 

{See  FamUieM,) 
Commissioners  of  Poor  Law,  their  Power  to  examine  on  1 
-  -  -  •  •/ 


Oath, 
their  Powers  by  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act, 


•{ 


-  —  under  4Sd  Elizabeth, 

-  — ^  how  far  repealed  by  56th  Section  of  new  Poor") 

Law  Act,  -  -  -  -  •  J 

•  supersede  Power  of  Magistrates,        -  -        - 

-  can  grant  Increase  to  Salaries  of  Medical  Officers  ^ 

of  Unions,  -  -  •  -i 

-  can  grant  Medical  Relief,  under  certain  Circum- 1 

stances,  under  52d  Section  of  Poor  Law  Act,       J 

(Sse  Famlm-^Omi'docr  Relief) 
'  Memorial  to,  on  Out-door  Relief  to  Parts  of  Families, 

•  the  Rev.  Mr.  Wilson's  Application  to,  and  their  Reply, 

-  their  Sensitiveness  in  respect  to  their  Regulations, 

•  Extract    from  Letter   in    the  Times  to,   by    the\ 

Rev.  G.  S.  Bull,  ... 

-  instructional  Letter  of,  to  Guardians,    p.  49* 

Appendix  to  Third  Annual  Report  of,    - 

•  Letter  to,  on  Case  of  Isaac  Watts, 


Boweni 
Booth, 

Constable, 

Moore, 

Moore, 

Hall, 
Lewin, 

Shawe, 

Rowland, 

Hall, 

Moore, 

Hall. 

Axford, 

CmstaUe> 

Bowen, 

Tilsley, 
Williams, 

Weale, 
Weale, 
Weale, 
Staffg, 


J.  Waites, 
Woolley, 


Colthurst, 
Leek, 


816.  817. 
411.  412. 

507.  508. 

522. 

/  512.  51 S.  515. 
V     516. 

129. 

'61.  162. 

27S. 

47. 

184. 

522.  528. 
.    1032  to  1041. 
86.  87. 

1190. 

508. 

817. 

644  to  647. 

102.  lOS. 

707  to  709. 

708. 

709. 

722.  723. 

779.  780. 

871. 

1163  to  1181. 

117a  1171. 
457. 


R.K.M.King,        688  to  694. 


BuU,    . 
Hall,    .        • 
BuU,     ^ 
Hall,    - 
Hall,     -        - 
Gen.  Johnson, 
Weale, 

Bell,      - 

Cundle, 
Bull,  - 
Bull,  . 
Bull,    . 

Bull,  - 

Kearsey, 
Williams,      - 


their  Investigation  of  the  Case  of  Isaac  Watts,        *  \     Hall, 


Constable,  Mr.  John,  Evidence  of,  -           -          • 

Constabulary  Force,    Meeting    of  Bridgwater    Union  1 

Guardians  as  to,               -  -               -J 

(151.— Ind.)  8  E  8 


231.  232. 

131  to  133. 
r  244  to  246. 
1 256  to  258. 

131  to  133. 

133. 
13.  14. 
715.  716. 

195.  196. 


106.113. 
f  216. 217.  231. 
I     232. 

215  to  217. 

217.  218. 


235. 

49. 

94  to  97. 
71  to  7a 
83.  85.  87. 
499  to  510. 


{ 


Warry, 


1243. 
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CooKHAM  UiriON,  Mode  of  gitieg  Relief  in, 

Cook's  Family,    -----  -  Newman, 

Child,  Reasons  for  not  granting  Medical  Relief  to,  -  Newman, 

f  J.  Toogood,  - 

I  Newman, 

Death  of,  to  what  Causes  owing,     •  -•<  A.  King, 

I  Warry, 

L  Weale, 

Medical  Relief  sent  to,  -  -  -  Weale, 

Ineffectual  Application  for  Parish  Doctor  for,  J.  Toogood,  - 

Corn,  gleaned,  sold  for  Rent  due  by  Pauper  under  a  Dis-  ">  Kearsev 

iress,  ~  "  "  *•  "  ^ 

Coroners  Inquest  on  Edward  Marvin,  -  -  -  - 


Names  of  WitncsMs  and  P^  aTEtklnse* 
Hall,    •  "" 


Cottages,  Rent  of,  in  Shalboume, 

in  Suffolk,    -  - 

as  to  paying  Rent  of  by  Parishes, 

Cotton,  Widow,  Case  of,     - 

Allowance  to,  by  Union, 


■{ 


■     under  old  Poor  Law, 
her  Inability  to  work  and  Distress, 


Crime  has  not  diminished  since  new  Poor  Law  passed. 
Cross,  Edward,  Case  of,  -  - 

Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern,  Meeting  at, 

Number  of  Persons  at,  -  - 

Extract  from  General  Johnson's  Statement  at, 

CuMMiNGs,  Betty,  Case  of,  and  Disallowance  of  Medical  \ 
Relief  to,  -  -  -  -  -J 

CuNDLE,  Mr.  Joseph,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 


Kingston, 

Rowland, 

Kearsey, 

R.  Airey, 

Cundie, 

Barclay, 

Lewin, 

Barclay, 
Wigg, 
Lewin, 
Barclay, 

Leek, 

Barclay, 

Leek, 


Earnings  of  herself  and  Family,  and  Allowance  from  \     t  ^u 
Parish,  -  .  ...  ./     ^^^> 


Kearsey, 

Ward, 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Gen.  Johnson, 
Gen.  Johnson, 

Waites, 


1S6. 

791. 

760.761. 
790  to  798. 
578. 379. 
626. 
716. 

716. 717. 
761  to  763. 

65. 

25. 

43.44. 

54. 63. 

427.  432. 
113. 
299. 

141. 142.  m 

17a 
293.294. 
.32a 
142. 

293.294. 
320. 

455.456. 
293.  294s 
455.456. 

455.456. 

65. 

1103. 

3. 

21.22. 

15.16. 

778. 779. 
104  to  116. 


D. 


Date,  Mary,  Evidence  of,  -  •  •  - 

Daventry  Workhouse,  Visitors  how  admitted  into. 

Death  Book  produced  before  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  "i 
Bridgwater  Union  by  Mr.  Baker  as  to  Number  of  > 
Deaths  in,  from  Diarrhoea,  .  •  -J 

Alterations  made  in,  .  .         - 

Death  of  Child  of  G.  Reynolds  from  the  Disoontmuance  of ) 
Medical  Relief  in  Bridgwater  Union,        -  .  / 

•» of  a  Woman  in  Bridgwater  Union  from 'Want  ofl 

second  Accoucheur,  -  -  .        ^  j 

Deaths  of  Paupers  attributed  to  Diet,  -  -         - 

registered  in  the  Bridgwater  District  in  March,  and  1 

April  1838, J 

of  Thirty  Persons  from  Diarrhoea  in  the  Bridgwater  i 

Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  ^  j 

relative  Proportion  of,  in  and  out  of  Workhouse  of\ 

Bridgwater,  and  probable  Causes  of,  -  -  i 

in  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  in  Two  and  Twelve  1 

Months,  .  -  -  -  •) 

of  Thirty  Persons  in  Nine  Months  in  the  Bridgwater  1 

Union  Workhouse,  -  •  -  *  J 

Increase  of,  in  Bridgwater  Union  since  its  Formation, 

of  Persons  in  North  Petherton  Workhouse  who  had  1 

been  removed  from  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  -  J 

■  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  Amount  of,  1 

greater  under  new  than  old  System,  -  J 

■  of  Sixteen  Persons  at  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse, 


. 

885.  to  863. 

Smales, 

363.364. 

Warry, 

1071, 1072. 

Bowen, 

936  to  ^1. 

J.  Toogood,  . 

750.751. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

759.760. 

Paraons, 

1308. 

Bowen, 

953. 

Bowen, 

901. 

Bowen, 

9^3.954. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

740.741.753. 

Sommers, 

1064. 

Bowen, 

971.972. 

R.K.M.Ring, 

705. 

Bowen, 

905.912. 

J.  Toogood,  . 

753. 
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Deaths  and  Burials,  Number  of»  in  Bridgwater  Union  from  \ 
1833  to  1837,         -  -  -  -        -  J 

— ^ Average    Number    of,    in    the  Bridgwater  Union"! 

Workhouse^  and  Mode  of  taking  of,  -        -  j 

'   ■■  of  J.  Pocock,  M.  Tucker,  and  H.   Peny,  as  tol 

Causes  of,  -  -  -  -  -> 

— ■' —  of  Nine  or  Ten  Persons  from  DiarrfooBa  in  die  1 

Bridgwater  Workhouse,  -  -  -J 
Increase  of,  since  Formation    of   the  Bridgwater! 

Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -J 
by  Inflammation  of  the  Lungs  in  the  Bridgwater  1 

Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -  J 

of  Persons  in  Fort  Pitt,  Rate  per  Cent,  of, 

of  Convicts   in  the  Hulks  are  2*3  per  Cent,  in\ 

the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  41*4?  per  Cent.,         -  J 

Statement  of  Number  of,  by  Mr,  Baker  to  Board  of  i 

Guardians  of  Bridgwater  Union,  -  -  j 

of  several  Paupers  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Work- 1 

house,  -  -  -  -  -J 

(See  Belief:) 
Destitution  should  always  be  the  Ground  for  Relief, 

(See  Cholic'-Gruel'^  Gover-^SkHl^-^dieaslei^Medical 
Officers,) 
DiARRHCA  was  caused  by  the  Use  of  Gruel  in  the  Bridg- 
water Workhouse,  .... 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence* 


from  what  Causes  often  prodnoed, 

Prevalence  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse, 


f 


is  infectious. 


'< 


—  Entry  in  Visitors  Book  of  Bridgwater  Union  re-l 

specting,  -  -  -  -  -J 

—  Number  of  Peirsoas  afflicted  with,  -  '  - 
on  the  21st  April  1837, 

-«  Number  of  Patients  under,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  ^ 
Workhouse  in  the  Week  ending  6th  December  > 
1837,  -  .  -  -        -  -J 

—  Proportion  of  Cases  of,  in  and  out  of  the  Bridgwater  ^ 

Workhouse,  -  -  -  -         -/ 

—  Time  of  its  raging  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Work- 1 

house,        -  -  -  -  -  -  J 

—  Fluctuation  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse, 

—  Extracts  from  the  Medical  Weekly  Returns  from 

each  District  as  to : — 
District  No.  1., 
North  Petherton  District, 
District  No.  2.,        .... 
District  No.  3.,  -  -  -        - 

District  No.  4.,  -  - 

District  No.  5.,  • 

District  No.  6..        - 
District  No.  7.,  .  -  - 

—  Proportion  of  Cases  in  and  out  of  the  Bridgwater  1 

Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -  J 

—  is  prevalent  in  the  Town  as  well  as  the  Workhouse, 

(See  Bridgwater  Union  Warkhouee^  State  of) 

—  Stench  from,  and  Causes  of,  -  -  - 

—  Affidavit  of    Medical   Men  of  Bridgwater  as  toi 

Diarrhoea  not  prevailing  out  of  the  Workhouse,  -  J 

(See  Diet.) 

— -  in  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  Change  of  Diet  recom-  \ 

mended  by  Medical  Men,  -  -  -  J 

-^  proposed  Change  of  Diet  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  l 

District  during  Prevalence  of,  -  -  / 

(15L— Ind.)  8  E  4 


Bowen, 

905  to  907. 

r907    to    910. 

Bowen, 

^      915.  934  to 

I     936. 

Bowen, 

908. 

Axford, 

1191. 1192. 

Baker, 

971.  972. 

Bowen, 

952  to  955. 

Bowen, 

9ia 

Bowen, 

933.  934. 

Axford, 

1193.  1194. 

Bowen, 

1082. 1083. 

Barclay, 

286  to  288. 

Welton, 

495. 496. 

R.  Underdown, 

564i.565. 

Inman, 

1258. 1266. 

Weale, 

1299. 

Poole, 

549  to  561. 

Warray, 

630.631. 

Tilsley, 

641.  642. 

N.  Ruddock, 

1225. 1226. 

A.  King, 

999  to  1002. 

Warry, 

1066  to  1075. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

769. 770. 

Bowen, 

f911.  912.  927 
1     to  989. 

Sommers, 

1061. 1062. 

A.  King, 

992. 

Colthurst, 

1170. 

Axford, 

1184  to  1187. 

Inman, 

1268. 

Parsons, 

1310,1311. 

Bowen, 

897. 

Bowen, 

903-  904. 

Bowen, 

929. 

Warry, 

1076. 

A.  King, 

1002.  1003. 

Bowen, 

919. 

Axford, 

1183. 

Weale, 

1293. 1294. 

Weale, 

1294. 

Weale, 

1295. 

Weale, 

1295. 

Weale, 

1295. 

Weale, 

1296. 

Weale, 

1296. 

Weale, 

1296. 

A.  King, 

1002. 1003. 

Inman, 

1257. 1258. 

Sommers, 

1042. 1063. 

Bowen, 

916.917. 

Bowen, 

900  to  904. 

R.K.M.Ktng, 

705. 
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DiARRHCEA,  changing  of  Diet  reduced, 

— ^-^  at  Bridgwater  was  confined  to  the  Workhouse^ 

in    Brid^ater    Workhoase    stated    to    Board    ofi 

Guardians  in  Mr.  King's  Letter  on  that  Subject,  > 
and  the  Diet,  •  -  •         .         •  j 

— ^—  Complaint  about,  made  to  the  Board  of  Guardians, 

raging  in  the  Workhouse,  Discussion   on,  by  thel 

Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,    -  / 
— —  brought  before  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridg- 1 

water  Union  in  a  formal  Manner,  -  *  } 

«— —  and  Measles   are  both  in  the  Bridgwater  Work 

house,  -  -  -  ... 

followed  by  Measles,  is  often  fatal, 

— —  State  of,  on  the  Appointment  of  Mr.  Ward  to  that  i 

Medical  District,  -  -  -  -  / 

(See  Deaths.) 

■  Deaths  of  Thirty  Persons  from,  in  the  Bridgwater  i 

Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -  i 

Deaths  of  Nine  or  Ten  Persons  from,  in  the  Bridg- 1 

water  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -  J 

of  Framlingham  is  caused  by  the  Use  of  Skilley,^ 

but   stopped  by  putting  baked  Flour   into  the  > 

■  ■■  in  North  Petherton  Workhouse, 

'  Deaths  of  Persons  from,  who  had  been  removed  1 

from  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  -  J 

■  in  Plomesgate  Union,  and  Cases  of, 

— ^—  in  Woodbridge  Workhouse  confined  to  Children,    - 

is  infectious   in  some  respects,  owing  to  Diet  inl 

Workhouses,  -  -  -  -J 

Diet  of  People  at  and  near  Bridgwater,  -  - 1 

of  Poor  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  under  old  and  l 

new  Poor  Law,  -  -  -  -  i 

in  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  as  to  changing 

during  the  Diarrhoea, 


Names  of  Wltneoes  and  F^  of  Etideoea. 


ing  of,  I 

I  Poole-v 

.    >ut  not  I 

April  1837,  and  then  only  for  thej 


— —  Alteration  of,  applied  for  by  Messrs.  King  and  Poole^ 
several  Times  to  Board  of  Guardians,  but  not  v^ 
altered  till 
sick, 

Application    by    Medical   Officers    for  Change    ofy'^ 

not  attended  to  by  Board  of  Guardians  of  Bridg-  > 
water,  -  -  -  -         -         -J 

'  Alterations  of,  from  Medical  Officers  Application,  and  1 

Reasons  for,  -  -  -  .         .j 


Sommers, 
Bowen, 

Colthurst,     - 

Parsons, 
Sommers, 

Parsons, 

Trood, 
A.  King, 
Ward, 

Bowen, 
Axford, 

Kay, 

Tilsley, 

R.K.M.King, 

Moore, 
Welton, 

Tilsley, 

Tilsley, 
Bowen, 

Bowen, 

R.K.M.King, 
Bowen, 
Sommers, 
N.  Ruddock,  - 

Baker, 


— —  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  should  be  altered, 


■{ 


:{ 


objected  to  by  Medical  Men, 

Objections  to  Alteration  of,  -  - 

Discussions  as  to  Alteration  of,  on  account  of  Sickness  ) 

in  Bridgwater  Union,  -  -         -         -  J 

-  Alteration  of,  cannot  be  effected  without  Consent  of ) 

Poor  Law  Commissioners,  -  -  -  J 

Alteration  of,  from  Gruel  to  Milk,  and  healthy  State  ) 

of  Paupers  from,  -  -  -  -  J 

Alteration  of,  from  Milk  to  Gruel,        -  -         - 

— to  Gruel,  and  Appearance  of  Diarrhoea  in  con 

sequence] 

^—  Change  of,  agreed  to  by  Board  of  Guardians  on  account  1 

ofDiarrhcea,  -  •  -  -J 

-~^  Alteration  of,  moved  by  Mr.  Ruddock,  and  seconded  ) 

by  Mr.  Bowen,  -  -  -  .  j 

^—  Alteration  of,  its  good  Effects,  -  -  - 

^—  new,  Introduction  of,  into  Bridgwater  Union  Work-1 

house,  -  -  -  -  -i 

— —  of  the  old  Bridgwater  Workhouse  was  used  till  Union  1 

settled,  -  -  -  -J 

before  the  Union  was  partly  Milk, 

short,   is  one  of  the  Objections  of  Poor  to  Union  ) 

Workhouses,  -  -  -         - 1 


■  in  BIything  Union,        -        -        -         . 

of  the  Eastbourne  and  Lewes  Unicms  compared, 

i—    in  Framlingham  Workhouse,        .... 


Sommers, 
N.  Ruddock,> 

Sommers, 

A.  King, 

Starkey, 

Bowen, 

Baker, 

Starkey, 

Warry, 

Axford, 
Baker, 
Starkey, 
Baker, 

A.  King, 

Starkey, 
Buller, 

Inman, 

Bowen, 
Warry, 
Colthurst, 

N.  Ruddock, 

Warry, 

Williams, 

L<»Stradbroke, 

Bowen, 

Smith, 


1063. 1064. 
016. 

f  1164  to  1169. 
I     1176.1177. 

1307  te  1809. 

1051  to  1055. 

1808.1309. 

1147. 
lOOa  1001. 

ri099.  iioa 

I     1102. 

901. 
119L1192. 

484.485.517. 

641.  642. 

705. 

511.  512. 
498.499. 

642. 

643. 
801. 

801. 

705. 

812.818. 
1062  to  1064. 
1231. 1282. 

C  959.  601.602. 
1     605. 

1052. 
1234. 

1057. 1058. 

/  987.   1044  to 
I     1046. 

1253. 

885. 

960  to  962. 

1200  to  1207. 

1067.  1068. 

1195.1196. 
958. 

1201. 1208. 
068.  959. 

{986  to  988. 
995. 
1205.  1206. 
1219. 1220. 

1261  to  1266. 

898  to  90a 
1066.1067. 
1163.1164. 

122L 

1067. 

99.  loa 

492.493. 

957. 

516.517.519. 
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General  Heads. 

Diet  in  North  Petherton  Workhouse, 

is  not  sufficient,        -        -  . 

— -  in  Woodbridge  Union,  -  • 
and  Objections  of  Paupers  to, 

of  Paupers  compared  with  that  of  Prisoners, 

Dietaries  are  under  the  Directions  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners,       -        -        -        -        - 
'  by  new  Poor  Law  cannot  be  altered, 

should  be  formed  by  Poor  Law  Commissioners  in 

preference  to  Poor  Law  Guardians, 

for  Paupers  in  Health,  Medical  Men  are  not  to  inter-  "i 

fere  with,  -        -        -        -        -        -        -J 

I  when  chosen,  must  be  adhered  to,  -  - 

Alteration  of.  Poor  Law  Commissioners  will  sane-  *! 

tion,  -  -  -  -         -        -J 

as  to  their  being  rigidly  observed, 

of   Bridgwater    Union    Workhouse    changed    byl 

Consent  of  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  -  J 

in  general,  and  Difference  of,  -  - 

of  Workhouses,  -  -  - 

of  Workhouses   should    give   proper   Comfort  to 

Paupers,  -  -  -  . 

(See  Medical  Belief.) 
Discontinuance  of   Medical  Relief  in  the  Bridgwater  l 
Union,  and  Remonstrance  on,      -  -  -  J 

Dispensary    established    in    the    Bridgwater    Union    byi 
Mr.  J.  Toogood,  -  *  -  -/ 

Dispute  between  Board  of  Guardians  of  Bridgwater  and 
Medical  Officers.  {See  Bridgtoater  Unum — 
Medical  Officers*) 

Distress  of  Poor  is  the  Cause  of  their  parting  with  their  1 
Goods,  -  -  -  -  -J 

Drainage,  Price  paid  for,  in  Suffolk,  ... 

Price  paid  to  young  and  old  Men  for, 

Dudley  Union  Workhouse,  as  to  feeding  Poor  in, 
Dysentery,  violent  Case  of,  on  Shipboard,  • 


Names  of  Illnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence. 


".} 


EUis, 

Bindon, 

Booth, 

Wclton, 

Kay, 

Bowen, 
Baker, 
Kay, 

Bowen, 

Baker, 

Wealc, 

Bowen, 

Weale, 

Kay, 
Kay. 

Baker, 

J.  Toogood, 
J.  Toogood, 


Leek, 


1020. 1022. 
1026. 

410  to  413. 
499. 
483. 

896  to  898. 

975. 

482.483. 

896  to  898. 

962. 

1292. 

895. 

1290  to  1292. 

484  to  486. 
480.  481. 

974. 

751.752. 
741, 

456. 


R.  Airey, 
G.  Airey, 

439. 
442.448. 

Bull,      - 

241  to  243. 

Bowen, 

940. 

E. 


Education  of  Children  under  new  Poor  Law  is  better  than  "I 
under  the  old  System,     -  -  -  -  J 

Elizabeth,  43d  of,  Extract  from,  as  to  Relief  of  Poor, 

43d  of,  and  other  Acts,  how  far  repealed  by  Section  l 

Fifty-six  of  new  Poor  Law,  -  -  -  J 

Ellis,  Amy,  Evidence  of,  -  -  -  - 

Empson  and  Dudley,  Case  of,  cited,  •  -  . 

Expenditure  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  is  about  10,401^,   - 

Expense  of  Poor  under  old  Poor  Law  from  1829  to  1835, 
of  supporting  and  clothing  Inmates  of  the  Bridg- 
water Workhouse  for  Seven  Years,  from  1829 
1835, 

EyeInfirmaries,  Objections  to  establishing  of,  in  particular  ^ 
Situations,  -  -  -  -  -j 


Rowland, 


45. 


Hall,     ' 

125. 

Hall.     - 

133. 

• 

1020  to  1024. 

Bull,     . 

-        247. 

Weale. 

1287. 

Bowen, 

804  to  807. 

Bowen, 

807. 808. 872. 

Bowen, 

956.957. 

R 


'^  Facts  connected  with  the  Medical  Relief  of  the  Poor^ 
of  the  Bridgwater  Union  **  was  drawn  up  and  > 
printed  by  the  Medical  Association,         -  -  j 

Inquiry  as  to  Contents  of,  by  Order  of  Poor  Law ") 

Commissioners,        -        -  -  •  .  j 

—  Reasons  for  not  examining  Medical  Men  as  to, 

{See  OtU'door  Relief-'  Visiting  —  Husbands  and  Wives.) 
Families  in  Union  Workhouses,  as  to  Separation  of. 


(161.— Ind.) 


8F 


B.  Toogood,  - 
Tilsley, 
J.  Toogood, 

5SS. 

639.  640. 
725. 

Weale. 

1287.  1288. 

Weale, 

1288  to  1290. 

Kingston, 

Bull, 

Constable, 

Smith, 

Kay, 

30. 
/218.  219.222. 
I  223.  225.  226. 

509.  510. 

519. 

519  to  521. 

Digitized  by 


Google 


I3S0 


QENEML  INP?X. 


General  Heeds. 


Families,  ^  to  relieving  o£^  hf  taking  F^t  into  the  Wcnrk- 
house,      --.-.- 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Pags  of  Evi^i^eiL 


■  ■  X  w^Q  (Qi^plied  for  Relief  ii)  Shfdboume  during  the  last  1 
winter,  -  -  -  -  -/ 

(^S^  Lancashire —  MiaratUm^ 

Success  of  several,  in  Lancashire,        ... 

— ^—  Objections  to  their  being  taken  into  the  Work-  f 
HQUse,     -  •  -  -  -  -\ 

Family,  Agricultural,  what  is  a  large  one, 

{See  Labowreri^) 
Farm  Labourers,  Wages  of,  -  •>  -  • 

Farmers  cannot  afford  to  raise  Wages  of  Labourers 
State  of,  in  Suffolk,  .... 

Farms,  Number  of  Men  employed  on,  per  100  Acres, 

Farthing,  Ca^e  of,    -        - 

Female  Children  of  Labourers  Families  should  be  taken  1 
into  Workhouses,  in  preference  to  Males,  -  / 
Paupers,  as  to  giving  Relief  to,        - 

Fevers,  their  Descriptions,    -         .  .  .  . 

Field  Labour,  Quantity  of,  is  much  increased  by  new.l 
Poor  Law,     -  -  -  .  ./ 

Flogging.    {See  Adams,  Jane.) 

Flour,  Price  of,      - 

{See  Diet-— Labour —  Wages^^  Children.) 
Food  used  by  Labourers,        .... 


•  in  North  and  South  of  England, 


■{ 


usually  used  by  Poor  in  and  near  Bridgwater, 

as  to  Quantity  of,  necessary  for  a  Labourer's  Family  > 

under  old  and  new  Poor  Law,         -  -  -  J 

— ^-  Insufficiency  of,  in  the  Plomesgate  Union, 
'  in  Workhouses,        -  -  .  -  - 

—  a  larger  Portion  is  used  by  Poor  in  a  Workhouse  1 

than  out,      -        -  -  -  -  -  J 

Forrester,  William,  Case  of,  and  Allowance  to,    • 

Fractures,  what  Sum  paid  for,  by  the  Bridgwater  Union, 

Framl  INGHAM  WoRKHOusE,  Diarrhoea  in,  is  irom  the  Use  > 

of  Skilley,  -  -  -  -  -  i 

-         — —  stopped   by   putting   baked   Flour   into    the  \ 

Skilley, / 

■  Dietary  of,       -        - 

Hair  cut  in,  once  a  Week,   -  - 

■  Separation  of  Families  in,  -  - 
Rain  could  not  enter  Roof  of,          - 


Friendly  Society  at  Shalbourne,  Members  of,  increased  i 
since  new  Poor  Law,  and  Advantages  of,     -        •  J 

Funerals  of  the  Poor,  Objections  to,  as  conducted  by  ^ 
Order  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridg-  > 
water  Union,       -  -  -  -  -J 


Hall, 

Willwms, 

C«ndle, 

H«ll. 

Bell, 

-       6S.66.79.8a 
79to84. 
e7tft99. 
106. 107. 
ISO  to  133. 
199. 2oa 

Kingston, 

SL 

Wigg, 

Kearsey, 

Hall, 

S13.  SI* 
66  to  69. 
-        77.88. 

Bowen, 

-        S04. 

Kingston, 

Kingston, 
Shawe, 

S4.to3& 

S4. 

271. 

Kingston, 
Read, 

35.36. 
1081. 

Kearsey, 

65  to  69. 

HftU, 

126. 127. 

Ward, 

/11I8.  1129. 
*     1     1124. 

Kay, 

467. 

Kingston, 

Kingston, 

Rowland, 

Leek, 

Kay,     - 

Poole, 

36. 

26. 
-        48. 

456.  457. 
48a482. 
550. 

Kingston, 

26. 

Moore, 
Williams, 

51ft 
97.9a 

Kay, 

481. 

Leek, 

457.  458. 

Toogood, 

762. 

Smith, 

517. 

Kay, 

484. 

Smith, 
Smith, 
Smith, 
Smith, 

516.517.519. 
518. 
518. 
518.  519. 

Williams, 

100  to  103. 

Bowen, 


^34.835. 


Gilbert's  Act,  is  22d  Geo.  3.  c.  83.      -  -  - 

. as  to  Power  of  Magistrates  under,  -  -/ 

—  and  new  Poor  Law,  Comparison  of  Powers  of, 

GoLL,  William,  Case  of,     - 

Gleaned  Corn  of  Pauper  sold  for  Rent  under  Distress,  - 

Glover,  Mary,  Case  of,  .  -  .  • 

Good,  Mrs.,  Case  of,  - 

as  to  Nonpayment  of  Consultation  Fee  to  second  1 

Accoucheur,       -  -  «  .  .j 


Bull, 

226. 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Bull, 

BuU, 

14. 

226.227.243. 
/  227  to  230. 
1     243. 

Ward, 

1119  to  1121. 

Wigg, 
Stanbury, 
J.  Toogood,   - 

324.325. 
869. 
758. 759. 

J.  Toogood,   • 

758. 759. 
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GovEB>  jAvkSy  Eyidenc^  of, 
— —  Habits  of, 


Names  of  Witnenes  and  Page  of  ETidenoe. 


Govenior  of  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  and  Family, 
attacked  with  Diarrhoea, 


had  Leave  of  Absence, 


•1 


-  State  of  Bridgwater  Workhouse  before  and  after  i 

the  Introduction  of  Grue),        -  -  -  i 

•*  Reasons  for  Smell  in  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

; —  requests  Visiting  Committee    not  to    send    morel 

raupers  into  the  Workhouse,      -  -  -  J 

had  the  Management  of  the  Petherton  Workhouse,  - 

Kidner  and  Family  sent  into  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

Affidavit  of,  in  respect  to  Kidner,        -  -        - 

— *—  Kidner's  Children,  Death  of,    - 

Visiting  Committee  do  not  enter  the  Workhouse  for  1 

some  Time,         •*  -  -  -  -i 

■  Nurses,  Difficulty  of  obtaining,  and  Illness  of, 

'    Mr.  Weale,  his  Visits  to    the   Bridgwater  Work- 1 
house,  -  -  -  -J 

Examination  of,  before  Board  of  Guardians   and  ) 

Mr. Weale,  as  to  Diarrhoea,  Tea,  Sugar,  &c,,        •  / 

— — -  Resignation  of,        -  -  -  -  -  / 

Grayston,  Jane,  Evidence  of,  -  >- 


Case  of,  and  Family, 


her  Inability  to  Work  certified  by  the  Doctor, 
Allowance  to,  -  -  - 

her  Beer  Licence,  by  whom  paid  for. 


Grben,  Elizabeth,  Case  of, 


•( 


r  1006  to  1016. 
M027. 1028. 

*                   •                   * 

Trood, 

f  1144.  1145. 
11157.  1159. 

Trood, 

fll52.  115S. 
11155. 

Colthurst,      - 

117a  1176. 

Starkey, 
Axford, 

1207. 

1184. 

A.  King, 

989. 

Gover, 

1006. 1007. 

Bray, 

1019.  1052. 

Sommers, 

1045. 1048. 

Reed, 

1078.  1083. 

Wany, 

1069.  1071. 

Inman, 

1267. 

Weale, 

1299. 

Sommers, 

1048. 

Warry, 

1069.  1071. 

Colthurst, 

1176. 

Gover, 

1006. 1007. 

Sommers, 

1055.  1056. 

Gover, 

1008. 

Sommers, 

1049. 

Gover, 

1009.  1010. 

Gover, 

1015. 1016. 

Gover, 

1009. 

Gover, 

1011  to  1013. 

Gover, 

1009.  1014. 

Gover, 

1011  to  1013. 

Gover, 

1013  to  1015. 

Gover, 

1008. 1010. 

R.Underdown, 

1113. 

.          .          • 

389  to  395. 

Lewin, 

f  134.  135.  164. 
1165.186.  187 

Barclay, 

291.  292. 

Wigg, 

f  31 3.  314.  321. 
1342. 

Grayston, 

389.  39a 

Grayston, 

394. 

Barclay, 

291. 

Grayston, 

-391.  392. 

Lewin, 

170. 

Barclay, 

295. 

Wigg, 

330.  331. 

(See  SkiUey.) 
Gruel,  to  be  wholesome,  should  be  boiled  Three  or  Four  ) 
Hours,  -  -  -  -  -  / 

Guardians,  new  Board   of,   of    Bridgwater  Union,   first  1 
Meeting  of,  was  the  31st  March  1837,         -        -J 
{See  Diet) 

have  no  Power,  without  the  Approbation  of  Poor  1 

Law  Commissioners,  to  alter  Diet,  -  -  J 

-  their  Knowledge  of  Poor  as  compared  with  Over-^  l 

seers  formerly,  -  -  -  -J 

of  Bridgwater  Union  cautioned  not  to  go  into  the  \ 

Workhouse    by  the   Governor  on    account    of  > 

Diarrhcea,  -  -  -  -J 

— ^-  trust  to  Reports  of  Visiting  Committee,  and  Books  "I 

of,  for  State  of  Workhouse  of  Bridgwater  Union,  } 

■  give  Orders  that  Medical  Relief  shall  not  be  given  1 

to  all  who  apply  for  it,  -  -  -  J 

Discretion  they  should  have  in  granting  Relief, 

of  Bridgwater  Union,  ineffectual  Attempt  to  persuade  i 

them  to  prevent  the  Use  of  Gruel,  -  -  / 

■  do  not  go  round  the  Workhouse  on  account  1 

of  raging  of  Diarrhoea,  -  -  -J 

paid  Attention  to  Recommendations  of  Visiting  1 

Committee,  -  -  -  -J 

'  have  too  much  Discretion  allowed  them, 

(151.— Ind.)  8F  2 


Parsons, 


Bowen, 


1309.  13ia 


900. 


Inman, 

1265. 

Bowen, 

82a  821. 

Parsons, 

1307. 1308. 

Sommers, 

1054. 

Stagg, 

721  to  723. 

HaU, 

80. 

Bowen, 

918. 

Bowen, 
Baker, 

919. 
973. 

Axford, 

1193. 

Pope, 

Ilia  1111 
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Guardians   of  Bridgwater  Union  vote  their  Thanks   to\ 
Mr.  Warry,  -  -  -  -/ 

Charges  of  Medical  Officers  against, 

do  not  answer  Letters  of  Medical  Officers,      - 

do  not  attend  to  Representations  as  to  Abuses, 

.  -~-  Motions  made  before,  must  be  in  Writing,  and  ) 

Order  in  which  taken,  -  -  -  J 

Medical  Officers  do  not  always  attend, 

Medical  Officers  should  always  attend,  or  send  1 

a  detailed  Report,  -  -  -  J 

probable  Effect  of  Dissensions  among, 

'  of  Plomesgate  Union,  their  Conduct  to  Susan  Ling, 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  Etidcncr. 


Colthurst, 

. 

1181. 

J.  Toogood, 

Warry, 

Bowen, 

- 

768.  769. 
628.629. 
940. 

Sommers, 

- 

1045-1046. 

Axford, 

- 

1198. 

Weale, 

- 

1285. 

R.  K.  M.  King, 
Lewin, 

1256.  1257. 
140.  141. 

H. 


(See  Towcester— Adams.) 
Hair,  as  to  cutting  of,  in  Union  Workhouses,  and  Law  of, 

of  Paupers,  as  to  cutting  of,  -  "        "  j 

"  of  Paupers  in  Towcester  Workhouse,  as  to  cutting  \ 

of,  -  .  .  -  -         ./ 

■  to  what  Extent  cut  in  Nacton  Workhouse, 
of  Paupers  is  cut  in  Framlingham  once  a  Week, 

cutting   of  Children's,  in  Bridgwater  Union  Work-  "I 

house,  repeated  Requisitions  for,  -  -  J 

■  Orders  of  Magistrates  of  Bridgwater  not  attended! 

to,  -  -  .  -  .        ./ 

Hale,  Lord,  his  Opinion  of  Persons    having  contagious  ) 
Disorders  going  abroad,  -  •  -J 

Hall,  Richard,  Esq.,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 

Harvest  Work  is  generally  done  by  Task,  and  Price  paid  ) 
for,  ...--/ 

Hayman,  William*  Case  of,  -  -  -  - 

Hill  District  is  under  the  Charge  of  Mr.  Young,  and ) 
Salar}',  -  -  -  -  -/ 

Hooping  Cough  and  Measles,  Prevalence  of,  in  North  1 
Petherton  Workhouse,      -  -  -  -  J 

Howes,  John  and  Mary,  Case  of,  -  -  < 

Hulks,  Deaths  of  Convicts  in,  is  2*3  per  Cent,  and  in  1 
Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  41*4  per  Cent.      -  j 

{See  Shalboume.) 
Hungerford  Union,  Out-door  Relief  is  given  in, 

Children  are  allowed  to  be  seen  by  their  Parents  in, 

(See  CaiweiL) 
HuNTSPiLL  District  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  Appoint 
ment  of  Mr.  Caswell  to, 

{See  FamiUes^Children.) 
Husbands  and  Wives,  as  to  Separation  of,  and  Interviews  1 
between,  in  Workhouses,  -  -  -  J 

as  to  Interviews  between,  -  -  - 1 

Time  when  they   may  see  each  other  in  Nacton  i 

Workhouse,  -  -  -  -  -/ 
in  Plomesgate  Union,             .            -            - 

■  in  Framlingham,  ^         -  . 

Hysteria,  what,  •  .  .  . 

Hysteritis  Simplex,  what,  ... 
is  not  a  local  Complaint,  ... 


•} 


■{ 


Bull, 

Smales, 
Johnston, 

Johnston, 

Constable,     - 
Smith, 

R.K.M.King, 
Parsons, 

Bowen, 
Bowen, 


Kingston, 
Bowen, 

Young, 

Starkey, 

Bull,     . 
Barnett, 

Bowen, 

Hall,     - 
Hall,     - 

ILUnderdown, 
B.  Toogood,  - 

Kay,     -        - 

Moore, 
Kay,    .        - 

Constable,     - 

Moore, 
Smith, 

Ward, 

J.  Toogood,  - 

Standert, 
Srandert, 


/  206  to  2ia 
1225.227.299- 

262. 263. 265. 

367.368. 

366  to  368. 

506. 

518. 

1277.  1278. 

1310. 

889  to  892. 


927. 

f  70  to  88. 
1123  to  134. 

39. 

/  822.  823.  878. 
I     879. 

675  to  683. 

1200.  1202. 

249  to  256. 
461  to  463. 

933.  934. 


134. 
134. 

525. 526. 
541. 


520  to  522. 
}523. 

509.510. 

513.514. 
518. 

1125. 

f  748.  754.  to 
I     756. 

849. 

841. 


{See  Labourers.) 

Income  and  Expenditure  of  Labourers,  Statement  of,  by  1  v^.    „ 

Mr.Kearsey,        -  -  -  -  -/  ^**"«y' 

Independent  Patients,    Number  of,  in   the  Bridgwater )  ,  Toogood 


Union  Workhouse, 


58.  59.  6a 
768.769. 
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Genenl  Heads. 

Inf£ction  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  raged  from  1 
October  1836  to  March  1837,      •  -  -J 

Infirmary  at  Bridgwater,  its  Objects,   -        -        -        - 

founded  by  Mr.  J.  Toogood,  -  .  - 

Influenza  rages  in  Petherton  Workhouse,        ... 

Inman,  Thomas  Withey,  Esq.,  Evidence  of, 

his  Election  for  Guardian,  .  •  - 

Attendance  of,  at  Visiting  Committee, 

Itch,  Number  of  Childred  afflicted  with,  in  the  Bridgwater  "i 
Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -  i 

— ——  Prevalence  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

'  Introduction  of,  into  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,   - 
— —  as  to  Contagion  from,  .  -  -  • 

«  Time  of  curing,  .... 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence. 


R.  K.M.King, 

1278. 1279. 

J.  Toogood,  - 
J.Toogood,  - 

732.733. 
736. 

Starkey, 

1209. 

Inman, 
Inman, 

1257  to  1275. 

1269. 

1270. 

Bowen, 

Ward, 

Sommers, 

Sommers, 

Ward, 

Ward, 

893.  894. 
1134  to  1138. 

1058  to  156a 

1059  to  1061. 
1134  to  1136. 
1136. 

Jarmin,  Edward,  Case  of,  «  -  - 

Johnson,  Major  General,  Evidence  of, 

Johnston,  Mr.  James,  Evidence  of. 

Journals,  as  to  keeping  of,  in  Union  Workhouses, 

Justices,  their  Power  to  visit  Workhouses, 


Ward, 

1106. 1124. 

- 

fSto22. 
■     1 191. 192. 523. 

866  to  377. 

Kay, 

-3    491. 

Bui., 

215. 216. 

K. 


Kay,  James  Phillips,  M.  D.,  Evidence  of, 


Kearsey,  Mr.,  Evidence  of,  -                 -                 - 

his  Statement  of  Income  and  Expenditure  of  La-  I 

bourers  Earnings,  •                  -                -J 

Kent,  Case  of,           -               -  -            - 


Kettle,  Thomas,  Case  of, 
KiDNER,  Robert,  Case  of: — 


■{ 


Relief,  medical  and  temporary,  he  received  of  Re  •  l 
lieving  Officer,  and  Wages  he  earned,         -         -  / 
Relief  he  received  from  Board  of  Guardians, 
Character  of,  - 

>  Times  he  had  deserted  his  Family, 

>  committed  to  Gaol  for  not  maintaining  his  Family,  ^ 

and  Circumstances  of,  -  •  -  i 

•  as  to  deserting  his  Family, 

-  Gover's  Affidavit  as  to, 

>  Earnings  of, 

•  is  sent  into  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse 

the  raging  of  Diarrhoea, 
his  Wish  to  leave  the  Workhouse, 


KiDNER,  Elizabeth,  caught  the  Diarrhoea  in  the  Bridg 
water  Union  Workhouse, 


le  during  \ 


her  Children,  Death  of, 

and  Family  sent  into  Workhouse  afterBoard  of  Guar- 1 


dians  requested  not  to  send  more  Paupers  in. 
King,  Mr.  Abraham,  Evidence  of. 


Kearsey, 


/  465  to  491. 
1 519  to  523. 

49  to  70. 
58.  59.  68. 

456. 


Leek, 

^^"'      '        ■     1 193  to  196. 
Gen.  Johnson,        191. 192. 


—  Appointment,   Salary,  and  Allowance  to,  for  the  l 

Bridgwater  District,  and  Population  of,  -  i 

■—  his  Letter  on  the  Inadequacy  of  Pay  to  Medical  i 

Men  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  -  -  / 

—  his  Application  that  Persons  with  sore  Legs  should^ 

not  be   admitted  into  Bridgwater  Union  Work-  >    Inman^ 
house,  •  •  •  -  -      -J 
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Chinn, 

1033.  1035. 

Chinn, 

1034.  1035. 

Chinn, 

1034. 1035. 

Chinn, 

1035. 

Chinn, 

1036  to  1038. 

R.K.  M.King, 

J  697  to  702. 
I     704.  705. 

Bowen, 

919  to  923. 

Weale, 

1300. 

Gover, 

1015.  1016. 

R.K.M.King, 

704.705. 

Bowen, 

921. 

Chinn, 

1033. 

Bowen, 

919  to  923. 

Chinn, 

1034. 

Bowen, 

926. 

Baker, 

961. 968.  979. 

A.  King, 

1001. 

Tirood, 

1153.  1154. 

Gover, 

1009. 

Gover, 

1009.  1010. 

(565  to  584. 

• 

-(599. 

1985  to  1006- 

R.Underdown, 

525. 526. 

B.  Toogood,  - 

538.  539. 

A.  King,        - 

566  to  575. 

1266. 
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KiNOy  Mr«  Abraham,  his  not  acting  with  Mr.  Ward, 
—  his  Letter  of  the  25th  of  October, 

— —  his  I«etter  to  Guardiaoa   of  Bridgwater  Union 

12th  of  July  1886, 

— —  about  sore  Legs, 

■        Mr.  PboPs  Attendance  on  Paupers  during  Illness  of, 
— —  his  Objections  to  act  with  certain  Medical  Officers  7 

of  the  Brid^ater  Union,  -  -  - ) 

— — -^  warns  the  Visiting  CoouBittee  not  to  enter  the  Bridg-  ) 

water  Workhouse,  •  -  -  •  i 

■  ■■■  ■    requests  Board  of  Guardians  not  to  send  »ore  Pau- 1 

pers  into  the  Workhouse,  -  -  -  > 

— .«——  bis  Letter  to  Board  of  Guardians  as  to  Change  of  Diet, 

has  the  Diarrhoea,  -  .  -  - 

■■  ■  his  Letter  to  Board    of  Guardians    of  Bridgwater^ 

Union  as  to  Diarrhoea  arisbg  ^om  Diet,  and  Dis-  > 

cussion  thereon,  -  •  -  -  j 

King,  R.  K.  M.,  Esq.,  Evidence  of. 


Kingston,  Mr.,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 

— -^ —  Number  of  Men  out  of  Employ  that  he  engaged  and  l      Kiniraton 

paid,  -  -  - .  .        .  /  8^      ' 


Names  of  Witnenes  and 

Pa0S#niiUiMw 

A-Kiftg,        - 

Starkey, 

Inman, 

589.584* 

1202- 

1258. 

.     Warry, 

608. 

Starkey, 
A.  King, 

1202: 
985. 

Warry, 

619.  621. 

A.  King, 

986  to  988. 

A.  King, 

986  to  991. 

Sonuners, 
A.  King, 

1044  to  1046. 
986tp98a99L 

Axford, 
Starkey, 

1182. 1183. 
1210.  1211. 

-     . 

r685to706. 
<  1254  to  1257. 
Vl277tol28a. 

. 

22  to  40. 

33. 


L. 


(See  Wages.) 
Labour  is  a  marketable  Article,  ... 
for  Boys  can  ea:!'ier  be  obtained  than  for  Girls, 

Price  of.     (See  Wages,) 

■     Price  of,  rises  or  falls  with  the  Price  of  Bread, 

is  better  paid  for  under  new  than  under  old  Poor  l 

Law,        -  -  -  -  -  -/ 

Labourers,  Number  of,  out  of  Employ  since  new  Poor  1 
Law,  -  -  •  .         .  J 

.    are  improved  by  new  Pbor  Law,        -  -  - 1 

are  more  attentive  to  Work  since  the  new  Poor  Law  1 

established,  -  -  -  -  -J 
should  have  sufficient  Wages  without  ParW)  Rdief, 

{See  Wages.) 
■  Income  and  Expenditure  of,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Kear-  ^ 

-  - 1 


seyj 


of  what  composed. 


■  general  Food  of, 

— —  do  not  have  Support  sufficient  to  enable  them  to ) 
work,  .  -  .  .  -J 

Nature  of  Employ  given  to,  -  - 

Numbers  of,  employed  before  and  since  new  Poor  i 

Law,        -  -  -  -  -j 

■  Number  of,  necessary  on  Farms  of  500  Acres, 

(.Sec  Poor  Law,  New.) 

able  bodied,  received  Relief  under  old  Poor  Law,  - 

in  what  Cases  relieved  under  new  Poor  Law,   - 

■  single,  Wages  given  to,        - 

Condition  of,  under  new  Poor  Law, 

(See  Wages,) 
Relief  given  to,  by  way  of  Loan,        -         - 

■  as  to  finding  Employ  for,  ... 

■  '         Efiect  of  Workhouse  Confinement  on, 

-  Admission  of,  into  Bridgwater  Workhouse  under  old  ) 

Poor  Law,  -  -  -  -  -  j 

in  Suffolk,  good  Character  oiy        '  • 

""  can  only  be  relieved  by  the  Workhouse, 
— — -  in  what  Cases  taken  into  Workhouse  under  the  old  'i 
System,  -  -  -  -  -j 

■  Employ  of,  before  and  since  new  Poor  Law, 

■  Number  of,  in  and  out  of  Employ  before  and  since  ) 
passing  new  Poor  Law,  in  Shalbonme,    -  -J 

(See  Poor  Law,  New  and  Old) 
Labouring  Classes,  their  Dislike  to  the  new  Poor  Laws,  <^ 

Laceration  of  the  Perinjbum.    (See  Periiujewn.) 


Kearsey, 
Kearsey, 

50. 
60.63. 

Kearsey, 

57. 

Kearsey, 

57. 

Rowland, 

44w 

Williams, 
Leek,    • 
Rowland, 
Kearsey, 
Bowen, 

98. 

459.  4«a 
♦5.46. 
69.64^ 

47S.  474. 

Kearsey, 

58.59.68. 

Kay,     .         - 
Leek, 

479. 
456,457. 

Kearsey, 

59. 

Ki^ttom, 

29i 

Boven, 

878.  879. 

Keaney, 

64. 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Hall,    - 
Kingston, 
Kingston, 

7.8. 
84.85. 
99. 
27.28; 

Hall,    - 

Johnston, 

Kay, 

87. 
576. 

475. 

Bowen, 

811.  812. 

Shawe, 
Cundle, 

271. 
105. 

8D4. 

G.  Airey, 

442.443. 

Cundle, 

116i  111. 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Kingston, 

4tol6L 
29. 
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LAMBOURNXy  formerly  had  a  Workhouse  under  the  Gilbert  I 
Act,  -  -  .  .  -J 


Namet  of  Witneoes  and  Pftg*  of  BvIiUbm. 


Workhouse,  State  of  Children  in, 


as  to  Labour  in. 


— — —  Resolutions  at,  for  the  better  Care  oi  the  Poor  as  to 
Meat,  Drink,  and  Clothing, 

{See  MigratUm.) 
Lancashire,  Migrations  to,  how  conducted, 

'   '  ■   ■■  Paupers  removed  to,  for  Employment, 

■"  as  to  Board  of  Guardians  sending  Susan  Ling  and  1 
Family  to,  -  -  -  -  -  / 

>  Susan  Booth,  as  to  her  Migration  to  and  Return,    - 

■  Agreement  with  Susan  Booth  for  Labour  in, 

■  Booth's  Children,  as  to  Committal    of,  to   Prison,  1 . 

for  Breach  of  working  Contract,  -  -  J 

■  Guar«^ans  of  Plomesgate  Union  recommend  Paupers  "I 

to  go  to,  -  -  -  -  -  J 

Provisions,  Price  of,  in,  - 

Wages  in,     -  -  -  .  - 

-«— —  Success  of  several  Families  in, 

Persuasion  was  employed  to  induce  Labourers  to  ^o ") 

to,  and  Reasons  for,  -  -  -  j 
Threats  of  the  Workhouse  have  not  been  held  out  i 

to  Poor  to  induce  them  to  migrate  to,  -        -  j 
Deputies  from  Labourers  sent  to  ascertain  Nature  of 'i 

Work  to  be  had  by  Migrants  to,  •  -  j 
Letter  from  Mr.  Shawe  on  Migration  of  Paupers  \ 

to,  -  .  .  -  -/ 

-  has  become  the  Vortex  of   Manufactures  by  the  i 

Introduction  of  the  Steam  Engine,  -  -J 

Law  of  Settlement,  Improvement  of. 

Legal  Expenses,  Reduction  of,  ... 

for  Contest  wth  Medical  Officers  of   Bridgwater  \ 

Union,  -  -  -  -        -/ 

Leek,  Mr.  Stephen,  Evidence  of,     - 

Letter  of  Mr.  Weale,  Extracts  from,  on  Sickness  in  the  1 
Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,    -  -  -  J 

of  Mr.  Weale  to   one  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis-"| 

sioners,  stating  his  niness  and  Inability  to  attend  > 
the  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,      -        -J 

to  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  the  State 

the  Bridgwater-Union  Workhouse,  in  answer 
Mr.  Bowen's  Statement,  -         .  - 


Mr.  A.  King's,  to  Board  of  Guardians  as  to  Change 
of  Diet,  .... 


-{ 


as  to  sore  Legs, 


".} 


—  from  Mr.  Gover  to  Governors  of  Bridgwater  Union, 

—  of    Mr.  Ward    in    answer    to   Advertisement    for  > 

Medical  Officers  in  the  Bridgwater  Union,  •  J 

{See  Memorial^WaUs.) 

—  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  the  Case 

Isaac  Watts,  -  .  - 

i^N.  of  Mr.  A.  King,  informing  the  Board  of  Guardians  1 

that  Gruel  was  the  Cause  of  Diarrhoea,       -        -  J 

—  of  Mr.  A.  King  as  to  Pay  of  Medical  Men  of  Bridg- 1 

water  Union,  his  Explanation  of,        -         -        -  / 

—  of  Mr.  A.  King  to  Guardians  of  Bridgwater  Union,  \ 

the  12th  of  July  18S6,      -  -  -  -/ 

—  of  Mr.  Shawe  on  Migration  of  Paupers  to  Lan-  \ 

cashire,  -  -  -  -  -J 

—  for  summoning   the  Visiting  Committee  of  Bridg- \ 

water  Union,        -  -  -  -  -  J 

—  to  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  Medical  Districts,    - 

—  of  Mr.  Axford  as  to  Division   of  the  Bridgwater^ 

Union    into    Medical    Districts,    and    Answers  > 
thereto,  -  -  -  -  -J 

—  of  Mr.  Tilsley  to  Guardians    of   the  Bridgwater  ^ 

Union  on  Increase  of  Salaries  of  Medical  Officers,  J 

—  of  Dr.  Smith  in  respect  to  Mr.  J.  R.  Ward,      - 

—  of  Mr.  Poole  as  to  Sickness  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  1 

Workhouse,         -  -  -  -  -/ 
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Rowland, 

4^ 

Ctt»d)«, 

Hall, 
Hall, 

no* 

123. 
124. 

Lewin, 

142  to  144v 

f  Shawe, 
I  Kay, 
Kay, 

Lewin, 

f  Shawe, 

[Booth, 

Shawe, 

26S. 

474. 

465  to  469. 
f  151.  152. 186. 
I     187. 

260  to  268. 

S96  to  S98. 

263. 

Shawe, 

264  to  266. 

Wigg, 

309to3n. 

Shawe, 
Shawe, 
Wigg, 

264. 
269. 
312.  313. 

Kay, 

469.47a 

Kay, 

47a 

Barclay, 

341  to  343. 

Kay, 

471.472. 

Kay, 

469. 

Bowen, 

813.814. 

Bowen, 

814.  815. 

Bowen, 

814.  815. 

. 

455  to  46a 

Bowen, 

1301. 

Weale, 

1290. 

Bowen, 

950  to  955. 

Sommers, 

1044  to  1046. 

Colthurst, 

Starkey, 
R.Underdown, 

r  1164  to  1169. 
11176.1177. 

1202. 1203. 

1113. 

Starkey, 

1215. 

Kearsey, 

49. 

Starkey, 

I2ia  1211. 

A.King, 

566to575.599. 

Wanry, 

603. 

Kay, 

471.  472. 

Bowen, 

872. 

Warry, 

59a  s^u 

Warry, 

600  to  603. 

Warry, 

603.  604. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

763.  764. 

Starkey, 

121L 
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Lbucorrhaa,  what, 

Lewin,  Mr.  John,  Evidence  of, 

Explanation  of  his  Evidence, 

as  to  Persecution  of, 

Lino,  Susan,  Evidence  of. 


Case  of. 


■  her  Family,  •  .  -  . 

Ages  and  Employment  of  her  Children, 
Earnings  of,  .  -  -  - 

Allowance  she  had  from  the  Parish  since  new  Poor 
Law,        -  -  .  -  - 


before  new  Poor  Law, 


;{ 
{ 


her  Allowance  stopped, 

Board  of  Guardians  send  her  to  Lancashire, 


J 


Conduct  of  Guardians  of  Plomesgate  Union  to, 

Benevolence  of  Mr.  Hilling  to,         - 

Cottage,  Rent  of,  is,  4/.,       - 

as  to  her  selling  Beer,  -  •  -  . 

—  is  now  maintaining  herself,  -  -  - 

(See  Bridgwater,) 
Lists  of   Paupers,  as  to  quarterly  Revision  of,  in  the  1 
Bridgwater  Union,  -  -  -  -  -  i 

Loans,  as  to  Relief  by  way  of,        - 

LococK,  Charles,  M.  D.,  Evidence  of,        -  -  - 

Lord,  James,  as  to  taking  Part  of  his  Family  into  Work- 1 
house,      -  -  -  -  -  -/ 

Lumbar  Pains,  what,  -  -  -  -        - 


M. 


Macey,  Case  of,  -        -  -  -  - 

Magistrates,  how  far  their  Powers  are  superseded  by') 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  -  -  -  J 

how  far  they  have  Power  to  order  Relief, 

have  Power  to  order  Relief  or  Work  by  43d  of  I 

Elizabeth,  -  -  -  -  -  j 

■  their  Powers  of  Relief  under  Gilbert's  Act,    -         -  / 

— ^—  their  Powers  to  visit  Workhouses,        -        - 
Scale  of  Allowance  is  bad,       -        - 

■  one  may  order  Medical  Relief,        .  .  - 
should  not  act  as  such  and  as  Poor  Law  Guardians  ) 


Names  of  Witoesses  and  Page  oi  Evidence. 

Ward, 

1129. 

/ 134  to  147. 
*      1 149  to  172. 

• 

185  to  191. 

Lewin, 

145.  146. 

. 

381  to  S89. 

t  134.  135. 

Lewin, 

-     ^149  to  156. 

Il86.  187. 

Barclay, 

.        277.  278.  279. 

r  301.  302.  305. 

Wigg, 

.     ^  310.  314. 

1315.  321. 

.     Ling, 

381  to  384. 

r  301.  302. 

Wigg, 

►     J  305  to  810. 

L314.  315. 

.     Ling, 

381.  382. 

Lewin, 

r  136  to  140. 
■      1149. 

Barclay, 

284.  285. 

Lewin, 

rl50.  151. 
■     \186.  187. 

Barclay, 

277  to  279. 

.     Wigg, 

314.  S15. 

Barclay, 

277  to  279. 

Wigg, 

314.  315. 

Lewin, 

r  151.  152.  186 
•     \  187. 

Barclay, 

f  279  to  281. 
"     1288. 

Wigg, 

309  to  311. 

Lmg, 

387.  388. 

Lewin, 

140.  141. 

Ling, 

387. 

Barclay, 

286. 

Wigg, 

317.  318. 

Wigg, 

316.  317. 

Bowen, 

983. 

Bell, 

200.  201. 

- 

979  to  985. 

Bell,    . 

19a  200. 

Ward. 

1130. 

in  the  same  Case, 
—  Number  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union, 

(See  Families,  Separation  o^) 
Man  and  Wife,  as  to  Legality  of  Separation  of, 

Marriages,  improvident,  under  the  old  Poor  Law, 
— are  prevented  by  Union  Workhouses, 

'  ~  why  not  so  frequent  as  before  new  Poor  Law, 


how  far  corrected  by  new  Poor  Law, 


Married  Couples,  Rooms  for,  in  Northampton  Workhouse, 
Marvin,  Edward,  Case  of,    -        -  -  -  -  / 


Starkey, 

1214. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

13.  14. 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Gen.  Johnson, 
Barclay, 
Gen.  Johnson, 
Bull,      -        - 
Bowen, 
Bowen, 
Bowen, 

14. 

19. 

336.337. 

14. 

226.227.243. 

817.  818. 

826. 

820. 

Bowen, 

923. 

Bowen, 

872. 

Bull, 

223.  225.  226. 

Kearsey, 

Kingslon, 

Kingston, 

Hall, 

Rowland, 

Hall, 

59. 

38. 

36  to  38. 

88. 

43. 

88. 

Smales, 

363.365. 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Bell,      -        - 

4.  15.  16. 
173. 174. 
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Marvin,  Epward,  his  Application  for  Relief,         * 

found  dead,  17th  Nov.  1887,        -  - 

,     *  Coroner's  Inquest  on,  -  -  -  - 

M       Verdict  of  Jury  in  the  Case  of,         - 
■  ■n  was  a  Pensioner,      •        -  .  - 

_—  was  a  fit  Person  for  the  Workhouse,    -        - 

(See  Workkouee.) 
Masters  OF  Workhouses,  their  Liability  under  old  andi 
new  Poor  Law,  -  •  -  -  / 

Measle  Cases  in  Medical  Book  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  "I 
should  have  been  entered  as  Diarrhoea,  -  / 

and  Hoopinff  Cough  are  prevalent  in  North  Pether- 1 

ton  Worlmouse,  -  -  - 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence. 


I 


Measles,  how  produced  by  the  Use  of  Gruel, 

and  Diarrhoea,  both  in  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

Medical  Clubs,  as  to  establishing  of,        «  -  * 

— — —  are  not  supported,  owing  to  Smallness  of  Wages  of  i 
Poor,  •  -      .     -  .  -  -/ 

should  be  formed  in  tlie  Bridgwater  Union^ 

Medical  Orders  suspended,  what,  - 

— —  Practitioners,  as  to  Qualification  of, 

Weekly  Returns,  ExtracU  from. 

Medical  Officers  of  Bridgwater  Union  were  skilful  and  1 

attentive  during  Prevalence  of  Diarrhoea,  -  S 

Tenders  for,  advertised, 

.    —  Charges  of,  against  the  Guardians  of, 
■  Terms  on  which  they  propose  to  take  the  1 

Districts,  ...  -  -J 
Pay  of,  is  reduced  since  the  Formation  of  | 

Unions,  -  -  -  "   .      «    "  - 

— Pay  they  receive  for  Journeys  to  sickPau-Y 

pers,  -  -  -  -  •-' 
Amount  of  their  Bills  when  tliey  were  not  under  \ 

annual  Payments,  -  -  -  "J 

. —  Orders  of,  not  attended  to, 

Remuneration  to,  in  the  first  Year,  and  pro- 1 

bable  Addition  in  the  second,  -  -/ 
their  Oflfer  of  gratuitously  attending  the  Poor  l 

till  Arrangements  made,  -  -  • ' 


Bell,     - 
Gen.  Johnson, 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Gen*  Johnson, 
Gen,  Johnson, 


Gen.  Johnson, 

Bowen, 
Starkey, 

Baker, 
Trood» 

Bell, 

Young, 

Warry, 

Addison, 

J.  Toogood,   - 

Bowen, 

Axford, 

Weale, 

J.  Toogood,  • 

Weale, 

Weale, 

J.  Toogood,  - 

Warry, 

Bowen, 

J.  Toogood,  - 

R.K.M.King, 
Bowen, 


attended  the  Infirmary  gratuitously  for  Twenty- 1     Bowen, 

Bve  Years,  -  -  -  "       .     "  -^ 

as  to  Strangers  being  admitted  as,  to  Bridg- 1      j^  Toogood, 

water  Union,  •  -  •  ^         "J 

Letters  of  Remonstrance  of,  as  to  Salaries,     - 

Conduct  of,  to  Mr.  Youne, 

their  Answers  to  Proposals  of  Board  of  Guar- 1 

dians  as  to  their  Salaries,  -        -        -        -J 

Candidates  for,  .  .  - 

(See  Diet) 
their  Right  to  order  Diet  for  Paupers, 
have  no  Right  to  alter  Diet  for  Paupers  who  are  1 

weU,  -  -  -  -  -        -J 

order  Diet  in  Cases  of  Sickness,  -         - 

Dispute   between,  and   Guardians  of  Bridgwater  1 

Union,  and  Proceedings  thereon,  -     ^        -  / 

should  attend  Boards  of  Guardians,  or  send  in  de- 1 

tailed  Accounts,  *  -  •  -  -* 


Ruddock, 
Young, 

R.K.M.King, 

Weale, 

Baker, 

N.  Ruddock,  • 

Bowen, 

Weale, 


{ 


—  Qualifications  they  should  have, 

—  Testimonials  of.  Inquiry  should  be  made  as  to  their  1 

Authenticity,  -  -  -  -         -J 

—  Advertisement  for  Medical  Men  in  June  1887,        •  j^ 

—  Election  of,  - 

—  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  Circular  of,  for  Increase  1 

of  Salary,  and  by  whom  signed  -  -  / 
Extract  from  Minute  Book  of,  as  to  Eligibility  1 

—  Proceedings  of,  -  -  -  • 

(See  Letters.) 

Mr.King*s  Letter  as  to  inadequate  Pay  of,    - 

, Mr.  Tilsley's  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  | 

on  Increase  of  Salary,  -  -  •  / 

(161.— Ind.)  8  G 


Weale, 

A.  King, 

N.  Ruddock,  - 

Weale, 

Warry, 

R.K.  M.King, 

Weale, 

Warry, 

Tilsley, 
R.Underdown, 
A.  King, 

A.  King, 
Warry, 


174u  175. 

4.8.9. 

89.90. 

4. 

4.5. 

7. 


12.18. 


915. 
1201.  1202. 

972. 

1147. 

20L 

680. 

605. 

589. 

742.  748. 
938  to  940. 

1191. 

1286. 

767  to  769. 

711  to  717. 

7ia 

788  to  74a 

627.628. 

89a 

72;^to7S4. 

69a  691. 

798. 

799. 

/784    to    737. 
1     762.763. 

650  to  655. 

676.677. 

691.  692. 
1282. 

973.974. 

1223. 

892. 

1280  to  1282. 

1285. 

575  to  576. 
1228. 1229. 
1287. 

1247  to  1250. 

693. 
1286. 
604  to  613. 

644  to  647. 

563. 

fSee   to    578. 
1     58a 

566  to  575. 
603. 
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Medioai  Officbm  of  the  Bridgwater  Union.  Gratuity  to.  l     -, 

.     Cor  Attendance  during  Inflaenza.  -  ./     Warry, 
on  what  Princiolea  Salariea  nf.  fi^o.!  jj^  -^^ 

Wmrj,  ' 


NtoiM  of  WitaetM  and  Fkce  or  ErUenec^ 


?J  ^^t  Principles  Salaries  of,  fixed, 

:  Mr.  Ruddock,  >ig  proposed  Medical  Districts, 

-—Districts    of,    Re-construction   of,  proposed  1 
Salaries,  and  Te^der8  for,  by  Medical  Men.        -  / 
of  the  Bnd>cwater  and  Workhouse  District,  as  to  "I 


(ndewfl  ^ 

"using  SiUaries  of,  -  .       "'V'        *I 

.of  the  old  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  and  their  Attend^  i 


ance. 


of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  Inadequacy  of  Salaries  of,^ 


• Meeting  of,  for  Increase  of  Salaries, 

•—  advertised  for,  -  .  .  ,r 

decline  taking  District  under  proposed  Salaries, 

Salaries  of. 


•{ 


their  Pay  for  Midwifeiy  Cases,  -  .  | 

f;^'*'  to»  on  proposed  Diyision  of  Districts. 
Offer  of.  per  Head,  to  talce  Districts, 

■  ~cewl  P '"""'  **'"'  "  ^  **''  ^"^"'«  fo'  Attend- 1 
"FatSTT*  ^"  *'**■'  ^"^'""^  ^''^  Districts  at  low 


i 


T  J*""?  Actions  against  the  Board  of  Guardians  ) 
^"*'»!PV'r>».?f'hei'B"l»«nd  Salaries,        -} 

mide  u  "^^  "***  ^^  P**"*  *'"  *••*''  ^^^  ""  I 

-  -  ./ 

Medical  •Association  OF   BRioowATEa  when  formed,/ 
and  Reasons  for,  and  Proceeding  of,        .  .-< 

Members  of,  ...  _  r 

a  Resolution  of,  was,  "That  the*  pledged  them-N 

pt7r"  A  '""fP*  "y  Appoi/tJent  Wr  the! 

frthe'l^mtS'?^''*^'^*^'*-^  the  Sanction! 

• Resolutions  of, 

adhere  to  their  Resolutions, 

ramphlet  by,  called  «  Facts,"  .  ,  f 

^       T  Reasons  why  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commiso 

Tp^L^'^hrgeTsr^^^-^'i-^^^^^ 

MwjicAL  W  OF  Brimwater  Union,  Extract  from  as  to. 
ackness  .a  Workhouse,  and  Number  of  p"'tienu  I 

*  ■  "  -  .  f 

■  as  to  correctly  keeping,         -         ".        ',  ^^ 

^  how  used  on  Board  Days,        -         .  .         .f 

kept  by  Surgeon,  Confidence  that  is  to  be  pkced  in. 


Wany, 

Warry, 

R*Underdown, 

R«Underdewn, 
B.Toogood,  • 

A.  King, 

R.1LM.  King, 

J*Toogood,  - 

Boweo,  • 

Weale, 

Ruddock, 

R^Underdown, 

R.K.M«King, 

Warry, 

Wany, 

R.K.  M.King, 

A.  King, 

B.  Toogood,  - 
J»Toogood,  - 
Warry, 
ILUnderdown, 

Warry, 

B.  Toogood,  - 
Poole, 
Ruddock, 
R-K.M,King, 

R.Underdown, 
Weale, 


■{ 


A.  King, 

Addison, 

J.  Toogood,   - 

Tilsley, 

Ruddock, 

J.  Toogood^  • 

Poole, 


J«  Toogood,  • 

Ruddock, '  . 
ILK.M.King, 
Bowen, 

B.  Toogood.  - 
Weale, 

Weale, 


603. 

686  to  695. 
602  to  604. 

615  to  618. 
618  to  6901 

Ills. 

•586.  527. 

533  to  538. 
f565  to  575. 
1     583.584. 

685.686. 
/737  to  74a 
t     762. 

796to7M. 

708  to  711.-' 

657  to  662. 

563. 

693. 

59!  to  593. 
f  603  to  616* 
I     629. 63a 

69a 

575. 

543.544. 

762. 

590  to  615. 
528  to  .53a 

596.597. 

533  to  544. 
546  to  548w 
655. 656. 
695. 

529. 5Sa 

1286. 

/  566  to  57Si. 
I     588. 

586to58a.    - 

726.727. 

636  to  6391 

650  to  652. 

724.725. 

548. 549; 


741  to  743. 

659  to  e6U 

691. 

799. 

533. 
1287. 

1288  to  129a 


-      '        «»      ' — ""***^"^^  wittUB  lo  oe  placed  in, 

•  proposed  Division  of,  by  Mr.  Axford,         "  .  . 

as  to  Division  of,  and  Pay  for,  to  Medical  Men.      -  } 
""Si^stf  ^  talcing,  at  p^posed  Salaries.] 


Bowen, 

J-  Toogood, 
Chian, 
Warry, 
Bowen, 


Bowen, 
Warry, 
Warry, 

Warry, 


897  to  899. 

769. 
1038. 
1072. 
910. 

795. 796. 

600  to  60S. 
r58a  599  to 
I     613. 

591  to  593. 
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Medical  Rblisv,  Orders  given  to  Relieving  Officer  inl 
respect  to,  -  -  -  -  -J 

— — —  Ret oiution  of  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  14th  Jiily*  1 
as  to  granting,  with  Discretion,  -  -  j 

■   in  the  Bridgwater  Union  is  ordered  **  to  be  sparingly  1 
given,"  -  -  -  .         -         .J 

Board  of  Guardians  order,  ''that  Medical  Relief  1 
shall  not  be  given  to  all  who  apply  for  it,"  -  / 

Discontinuance  of,  and  Remonstrance  on,  •  - 

is  the  Canie  of  the  Death  of  the  Child  of  i 

G.Reynolds.        •  -  -  -  -j 

■  ■  may  be  ordered  by  one  Magistrate, 
— -  can  be  granted  by  Poor  Law  Commissioners  under  1 
52d  Section  of  Poor  Law  Act,  -  •  -  J 

as  to  Orders  for,    *        -  -       .      -     .         - 1 

on  Loan,  as  to  granting  of,  •  - 

' '  '  ■      can  be  ordered  by  Overseers, .         -  -         «• 

■■  not  grated  to  Rirt  of  a  Family  unless  they  all  go  1 

into  the  Workhouse,        -  -  -  -  J 
Orders  for.   Relieving  OScer  is   restricted  from ) 

giving,         -         -  -  -  -  -J 

MiDiOAL  Reports  of  the  Bridgwater  0nion  Workhouse,  - 

(SeeCkiUofu) 
Medical  Attend ancb  was  contracted  for.  under  old  Poor  1 
Law,  and  Price  of,  in  the  CUtton  Union,  •  J 

Medical  Depabtments  of  Unions,  Difficulty  of  managing  1 
of, -J 

Memorial  to  the  Foor  Law  Commissioners  on  the  Expense  1 
of  the  Poor  in  Colnies  and  Carlford  Hundreos,    -  J 

Mendicity  List,  and  Relief  given  from,  at  Windsor  and ) 
Reading  Unions,  -  -  -  -J 

Methodist  Preacher   introduced   into  the  Bridgwater  1 
»  Union  Workhouse,  •  -  -  -  J 

Middlezoy  District  of  Bridgwater  Union,  Pay  of) 
Surgeon  inadequate  to  the  Duties,  -  -  J 

■  '  Appointment  of  Mr.  Addison  to,  and  Population  \ 
of,  -  .  -  ...  ./ 


Midwifery  Cases,  how  paid  for  in  the  Bridgwater  Union, - 


■  how  paid  for  in  the  Clutton  Union,    •         -  * 

Midwives  at  Bridgwater  are  not  properly  educated,  <* 

Female,  Skill  of,        .  • 

—  Pay  of,  -  -  -  . 

in  Cases  of  Accident  are  not  competent  to  1 

attend  Patients,    -  -  -  *     -/ 

Migrants  to  Lancashire,  Reasons  for  Return  of,   - 

Migration  should  be  offered  as  a  Boon  to  Labourers  of  1 

the  South,  .  -  -  -  -J 

■  will  be  useful  to  poor  Families  of  good  Morals  and  1 

Conduct,  -  -  -  -  ./ 

(See  Lancashire^Booik^Lmg — Smiih.) 
Migrations  to  Lancashire,  how  conducted,  and  Advantages*^ 
of,  as  represented  in  Report  of  Poor  Law  Commis-  > 
sioners  m  their  Second  Annual  Report,  p.  49^      J 

■  Course  of,        -  - 

■     are  a  Failure,  -  ^  ,. 

'•   as  to  recbmmending  to  Paupers,        -      . 

>  ■         »—  have  been  satisfactory  when  suitable  Families  i 
have  been  sent,  r  *  *  'J 


{ 


offered  to  Ann  Smith,     .     • 

Letter  ofMr.Shawe  on  Migrationjs  of  Propers  toi 

-  •  •  -J 


Lancashire, 

{SeeJHet.) 
Milk'  used    in  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  instead 
Grud  on  account  pf  Piarrhoea, 


1 


Millard,  Case  of, 
(151.— Imd.) 


6G  3 


Namci  of  WitaoM*  aaj 

IF«geofEvMaMC 

Chinn, 

1039. 1040. 

Chimi, 

10M).10«2. 

J.  Toogood,  . 
J.Waites,      - 
Cbinn, 

768.769. 

773. 

104ai042. 

Stagg. 

721  to  728. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

760  to  752. 

J.  Toogood,  • 

750.751. 

Bowen,          •   • 

82a 

BeU,    . 

195. 196. 

Tilsley, 
Bowen, 
Bell,     • 
Bell,     - 

6*6.647. 
820. 

194  to  199. 
197  to  199. 

Bell,     • 

192  to  194. 

Warry, 

626. 

ILUnderdown, 

564. 

Weale, 

709. 

Weale,          -    ' 

716. 

Kay,    -        . 

476.477. 

HaU,    . 

85. 

Pamons, 

1304.1305. 

Addison, 

584  to  589. 

R.Underwood, 

525. 528. 

•    B.  Toogood,  - 

Warjry, 

Tilsley, 

Ruddock,       - 

Weale, 
^     J.  Toogood,  - 

Weale, 

543.544. 

623.624. 

634.643. 

648.649. 

714715.1282 

762. 

708. 

J.  Toogood,  - 
J.  Toogood,   - 
J.  Waites,      - 

744  to  746. 
756.757. 
778  to  78a 

Standert, 

846. 84% 

Kay,    -         . 

474.475. 

Kay.. 

473, 

Kay,    - 

47^474. 

,     Shawe, 
Barclay, 

263. 

278  to  283. 

.Barclay, 

.     Kay,    . 

Barclay, 

Barclay, 

292^293. 

474. 

298, 

338  to  343. 

Kay,    - 

465.466. 

Barclay, 

292. 

Kay,    - 

471.478. 

Baker,   • 
Azford,         ? 

895.  806. 

958. 

1188.1189. 

Stagg, 

-      723; 
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GMiral  Heidi.  Ntmet  of  Wid 

MiNTo,  William,  Case  of,  -  -  - 

MiRASMUs  is  a  general  wasting  of  the  Body, 

Money  assessed  and  expended  in  each  Year  in  the  Bridg-1 


landPagetflftirllfiHs. 


Bull, 
A.  King, 

B.K.M.King, 


water  Union, 

Moore,  Mr.  John,  Evidence  of,            -             -              -  /  .         •         - 

MoELBY,  Jane,  Tea  and  Sugar  ordered  for,            -           -  £11js, 

MosBLEY,  Mr.,  his  Election  to  Medical  Office  in  the  Bridg- /  s^Zl!! ®^'  ' 

water  Union,  and  Resignation,             -               .|  i^man            - 


Motion  made  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  for  Increase  ofl 
Allowance  to  Paupers  during  Indeneiicy  of  > 
Season  1836  negatived,  -  -  -J 

■■  as  to  unhealthy  State  of  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  \ 

by  Mr.  Baker,  March  18S7,  -  -  -  J 

Motions  made  in  Board  of  Guardians  of  Bridgwater  Union  1 
must  be  in  Writing,  -  -  -  J 

....  Order  in  which  taken,  «         •  • 

— —  on  Questions  irregular,  as  to  putting  from  Chair,    - 

itfuLLiNs,  Sarah,  Case  ot,  -  -  - 


{ 


Wacrjr, 
Wanjr, 

Sommers, 

Sommers, 
Warry, 

A.  King, 
Buller, 


d4Sto*d«7« 
1000. 

701- 702. 

/  511  to  516. 
1     522. 

1020. 

76S. 

1214. 1215. 
1272. 1273. 

1068. 

1069  to  1071. 

104& 

1045.1046. 
1068. 

100*: '     ^ 
1217.1518. 


N. 

(See  BooOr^Skilky.) 
Nacton  Workhouse,  Skille3r  how  made  in, 

: —  Complaints  against,  •  •  • 

^^—  Number  or  Paupers  in,  -  •  -        • 

■  Cost  of  Paupers  in,  -  -  • 

School  in^  -  -  -  '•• 

(See  Sread^Diet.) 
———  Bread,  Quantity  of,  Pauj^ers  have  in, 

'     — —  Complaints  about,  m, 
—^  Children,  as  to  Separation  of,  from  Parents  in, 

■  Hair-cutting,  to  what  Extent  carried  in,        -         • 
• Ringworm,  many  Children  have,  in,  -  « 

-  Paupers  in,  are  not  allowed  to  go  to  Church, 

.  Refractory  Cells  in,  .        •        .        .        - 

— Time  in,  when  Husbands  and  their  Wives  may  see  1 

each  other,  -  -  -  -      ,    -  J 

Nether  Stowey  District  is  under  Mr.  Ruddock,  Salary  fot^  > 
and  Population  of,  -  -  -    -    -i 

(See  Poor  Lawy  New  and  Old.) 

New  Poor  Law  Act,  Extracts  from,  - 

is  not  fit  for  Agricultural  Districts, 

.-«— —  Ftf^-second  Clause  ofy  gives  Power  to  Guardians  to*| 
give  Relief  contrary  to  Regulations,  if  they  report  V 
to  Commissioners,  and  they  do  not  object*  -J 

Newman,  Mr.  James,  Evidence  of,  •  - 

(See  BowenJ\ 
Newspaper,  the  Bridgwater,  Alfirea,  established  and  edited  1 

by  Mr.  Bowen,  and  Reasona  for,  -  »  / 

Northampton  Workhouse  has  Rooms  for  married  People* 
,' Out-door  Relief  is  allowed  to  Poor  in,  by  Bread  1 

only,  -  -  -  -  -        -i 

■  Visitors  Mode  of  seemg  their  Frienda  in,        -        - 

North  Petherton.   (See  PethertoH.) 

Nottingham  Workhouse,  Improvements  made  in  Manage-  ^ 
ment  of  Poor  in,  -  -  -  •  j 

Nurses,  Difficulty  of  obtaining,  for  the  Bridgwater  Union  J 
Workhouse,  and  Illness  of,         **  '  *  | 

«— — —  «— —  Refusal  of  People  to  nurse  or  work  a^, 
for  Paupers  under  Diarrhcea  not  provided  by  Poori 

Law  Guardians  of  Bridgwater,  -  -j 

■■  their  Attendance  on  Poor  in  Bridgwater  Work-i 

house,  and  their  Illness,  -  -  -  J 
Application  for,   in    the    Bridgwater    Union   not^ 

attended  to,  -  -  -  •         -  / 

Tea  and  Sugar  for,  proposed  Stoppage  of, 

— — — -  hiring  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse, 


Constable, 

Constable, 

Constable, 

Kay, 

Constable, 

- 

S02to50^ 
504. 
507.'    " 
476. 
505.506. 

Constable^ 
Constable, 
ConsUble, 
Constable, 
Constable, 
Constable, 
Constable, 

- 

505. 

504.505. 

507.506. 

506. 

506. 

506. 

508. 

Constable, 

-■ 

509.  5ia 

Ruddock, 

- 

SiS. 

Baker, 
Baker, 

- 

976. 

Hall, 


Bowen, 
Smales, 
Smales, 
Smales, 

Barnett, 

Gover, 

Phillips^ 

Bray, 

Bray, 

A*  King, 

A.  King, 

Reed, 

Bowen, 

Baker, 

Baker, 

Ward, 


81  to  83. 

790  to  794. 

/814.  815*877. 
1     678. 
863.  S65. 

964. 965. 

363.364. 

464w 

r  1009. 1014  to 
1     1016. 

1016. 1017. 

1019. 

1019. 

993.995. 

985. 

1079  to  1061. 

889.893.,  . 

964.965. 

969.970. 

1192. 
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Kamet  of  Whnesiei  and  Pag*  of  E^idflMew 


NmakMa  B|mper8»  apon  what  Terms  expected  to  be  per-  \     tit* 

formed  by  Board  of  Guardians,  -  -/     ^*w 


306. 


o. 


(See  JppahiimenL^ 
Oath  of  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner, 

Oatmbal  is  ordered  into  Workhouse  of  Bridgwater  UnioB,  1 
notwithstanding  Diarrhoea,  -  -  -  / 

ordered  for  Children,  instead  of  JiClk,  26th  October  \ 

1836,     -  -  .  -    ^  ./ 

OuTUART  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  AltertdaHi') 
made  in,  -  -  -  -/ 

Ordbrs  from  Overseers  or  Rdieving'  Officer  for  Medical  1 
Rdtef,  asto,       ..-../ 

— — —  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  1 
bow  carried  into  effect,         -  -  -  J 

(See  Families.) 
Out-door  Rxlxkf,  Extract  from  43d  Elizabeth  as  to, 
I  stopped  by  Order  of  Poor  Law  Commissioi^er^  from  \  ^ 

Istof  June  1837,  -  -  -  -J 

■  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  under  Fifty-second  Sec-*^ 

tion  of  Poor  Law  Act,  can  order  Medic|U  Rdief  > 
under  certain  Circumstances,  -  -J 

■  may  be  ordered  by  Justices  for  the  infirm  and  those  l 

unable  to  work,    -  -  -  -  J 

may  be  ordered  by  Magistrates,      .«  -  • 

-^— —  Repeal  of,  to  what  Extent  intended  to  be  carried,  • 
— — ^  is  refused  by  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  as  to  1 

Relaxation  of,         -  -  •        -  -J 

■  Stoppage  of,  is  not  general,        •  •  * 
— —  in  what  Cases  to  be  ffraoted*           .           .           • 

■  not  to  be  given  in  aid  of  Wages, 

— —  is  given  in  Cases  of  Sickness,         •  -       .    • 

■  ■  as  to  giving  of,  to  Fstmilies  of  a  certam  Size, 
Power  of  Kelieving  Officer  to  give,    -        -  - 

■  i     ■  as  to  Relieving  Officer  suspending  of,  without  Direc- 1 

tions  of  Board  of  Giiardians,    -  -  -  / 

■  ■■        Reflisal  of,  in  the  Woodbridge  Union,  has  extended  \ 

l4ibour,  .  •  -  -  -  -J 
»■  ■     ■  should  be  given,       «... 
Mode  by  which  administered, '        •           -  • 

■  under  what  Circumstances  stopped^ 
I  ■    ■  riiould  be  given  in  severe  Weather, 

■  .1  .  was  given  to  able-bodied  Labourers  aftdr  the  Snow  \ 

Storm  of  1837-8,  -  -  -  -J 

■  would  have  removed  Privations  of  Paupers  during  1 

Transition  from  old  to  new  Poor  Law,     -  -  j 

-       to  what  Extent  given  in  the  Hungerford  Union, 
>  Is  often  given  in  the  Plomesgate  Union, 

.  was  administered  to  able-bodied  Labourers  since! 

Formation  of  Unions,  -  •  -  / 

(Seefkrow$t.y 

Refusal  of,  to  J.  Brown,  a  Cripple,  in  the  Towcester  1 

Union,     ---.-./ 

■  ■■  given  to  Poor  at  Chipping  Norton,  and  Consequences  1 

of,         -  -  .  -  ./ 

OvERSBERS  reftised  Repayment  of  Allowance  Money  paid  i 
to  Pauper,  -  -  •  •/ 

'  Assistant,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union,  Duties  of, 

■  in  what  Cases  they  grant  or  stop  Relief,     - 
-«— —  Number  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union, 


yfe^h. 

138^ 

Bowen, 

912. 

Warry, 

1069. 

Bowot, 

996t»9Al. 

THt^jr, 

646.647. 

B.  UnderdowD, 

102a 

H»H. 

. 

125, 

Bell, 

■ 

194tol96. 

Bdl, 
Bull, 


I9&  196. 


211. 


Barclay^ 

-     am 

Hall, 

ISS. 

Hall, 

.     f  88. 84..  184, 
t     125. 

Kar, 

486.487. 

Hall, 

125. 

Hall, 

ISfi. 

Hain 

'•       18S.1S4, 

Hall, 

80to84. 

Barclay, 

887.  SS8. 

Barclay, 

/  882  to  884. 
*     I     888. 

Shav«(, 

-        278.274. 

Shawe, 

-        271. 

Kay, 

488. 

Kay. 
BeO, 

489. 

182. 

K^, 

-        487. 

Kay» 

>       486.487. 

Hall, 

184. 

Wigg, 

828.  S29L 

Kay, 

487. 

Bull, 

204.205. 

Hall, 

-       86.  87. 

R.  Airey, 

■       448. 

Boven, 

816.  817. 

Barclay, 

386.888. 

Bowen, 

-       817 

P. 


Pamphlet,  intituled  »  Facts  of  Medical  Relief  of  Poor  ot 
Bridgwater."    (SeeFaeis.) 

Parish  Accounts  of  Bridgwater,  when  first  published, 
——» Rlites  of  Bridgwater  reduced,  .  .  - 

Pari^ltt,  J.,  Case  of,  .  -  - 

Parrish,^Georos,  Case  of,    - 
(151._Ino.) 


8G  S 


Bowen, 

808. 

Bowen, 

.       808.809^ 

Bowen, 

828  to  884. 

Ward, 

-        1124 
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Parsons,  Mr.,  Evidence  of,        ^  -  - 

his  Entry  in  the  Visitors  Book  of  the  Bridgwater] 


Kamet  ofl^iatiicait  and  Flige  of  Endbnet. 


s  Entry  in  the  Visitors  Book  of  the  Bndgwater^ 
Union  as  to  Sixtjr^hree  Children  having  the  Itch,  > 
Mr.  Sommers  having  reported  every  thing  well,  -J 


\  having  reported  every  thing  ^ 

Patibkts,  lNDBPEin>ENT,  Number  of,  in  the  Bridgwater: 
Union  Workhouse, 

Pauperism,  Workhouses  are  the  Test  of, 

{See  Nurtmg.) 
Paupers,  RemoTal  of,  from  old  to  new  Bridgwater  Work- 1 
house,  -  -  -  ^  -/ 

how  treated  on    Admission    into    the  Bridgwater! 


Workhouse, 


./ 


(SeeBedM.) 
a  Bed«  in  the 


n 


Number  of,  in  a  Bed«  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  l 

Workhouse,  -  -  •  -/ 

_  Relief  should  only  be  given  to,  by  Admission  into  1 

the  Workhouse,  -  -  -  •  / 

Average    Number    o&  in    the   Bridgwater  Union  1 

Workhouse,  -  -  •  -J 
Return  of  the  Number  of,  in  Bridgwater  Union  1 

Workhouse  from  1837  to  1838,  -  -J 
general  Appearance  of,  in  Bridgwater  Union  Work*l 

house  in  1837,  -  -  -  -J 

List  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  UAion^        -  -        * 

— i—  Number  sent  into   Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  1 

durmg  a  raging  Fever,  -  -  -  J 

. >-  are  admitted  into  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  C 

notwithstanding  Prevalence    of  Diarrhcea,   and^ 
Objections  to,  -  -  *  '  L 

m wanting  Relief  in  Bridgwater  Union,  Conduct  of  1 

•  ^ard  of  Guardians  to,         -  •    '  -'/ 

I  il),  are  obliged  to  attend  Board  of  Guardians, 

— »-*-  personal  Attendance  of,  at  Board,  must  be  given     • 
(See  R^TOdory.) 

refractory.  Time  tbejr  may  be  confined, 

I  as  to  disposing  of  their  Pensions  to  the  Parish  which  "i 

relieves  them,  -  -  -  •  i 

■■  Lists  of,   in  the    Bridgwater  Union,  are   revised  i 

quarterly,  -  -  -  -  / 

■   wanting  Relief  should  be  examined  in   their  own ' 

Parishes,  instead  of  at  the  Board  of  Guardians, 

as  to  Expenses  of,  in  and  out  of  Workhouses, 

Admission  of,  notwithstanding  Illness  in  Workhouse, 

— — —  sell  their  Furniture  rather  than  go  into  the  Work*  1 
house,  -  -  -  -/ 

(See  Plameegmk.) 
— ^-—  Scale  of  Relief  given  to,  in  the  t^lomesgate  Union,  - 
{See  ShaJbawme-'Wam.) 

■  Mode  of  Admission  of,  into  Umon  Workhouse  of  1 

Hungerford,  -  -  -  -J 

-—  Average  Cost  of,  in  and  out  of  Workhouse,  at  1 

Wickham  Market  for  Twenty-four  Years,  •  / 

I         Cost  of,  in  the  Colnies  and  Cfarlford  Hundreds  in  \ 

1884  and  1837,  -  -  -  -/ 
Cost  of,  in  Nacton  Workhouse, 

Patne,  Mr.  R.  C,  Evidence  of,  - 

— —  Druggist  in  Bridgwater,  loses  his  Customers  through  l 

serving  Mr.  Ward  with  Medicines,  •  •  / 

Penitentiary,  Space  that  is  allowed  for  Prisoners  in^ 

(See  Bourne.) 
Pensions,  Paupers  make  th^Qi  over  to  Parishes  that  relieve  i 
them,  •  -  •  -  •/ 

PsRiNXDM,  Laceration  of,  and  from  what  Causes  it  arises, 

■  ■■  can  be  cured  in  certain  Cases,  -  -        - 

■  is  often  but  not  always  occasioned   by  unskilful ) 

MidwifeiT,  -  -  -  .         .j 

■  Case  of,  at  Crewkheme,  -  -  •       - 

PsTHERTON  WoRKHousE  IS  auxiliary  to  the  Bridgwater,     • 

■  Names  of  Visiting  Committee  of,  ... 

■  Oover  was  Governor  of,  -  r  - 

I'  ^as  appropriated  to  Woipen  an4  Children,        -      * 


A                •                • 

1302  to  ISll. 

Parsons, 

1309.  ISM. 

J.  Toogoodt  - 

7«.7t& 

Bowen, 

815.ai6« 

Ward, 

1117. 

Ward, 

113L1132. 

Reed,            - 
•ftood, 

1077  to  107a 
1157. 

HaU, 

80. 

Bowen,         • 

•907.  906. 

Weale, 

888. 

Bowen,         • 

900. 

Dow  en,          • 

815. 

Bowen, 

95a 

Bowep, 
Baker, 
oouuuers,      • 

918. 
r  96a  961. 
t964tog6& 

1052.  105S. 

Bowen, 

9S0.  9S1. 

Bowen, 
Warry, 

824  to  8S8: 
1252. 

BuU, 

218.  214. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

15. 

Bowen, 

988. 

Bowen, 

9S2. 

Gen.  Johnson, 
Axford, 

17. 
1194. 

Booth, 

412.  418. 

Barclay, 

289.29a 

Rowland,      • 

41. 

Lewin, 

156. 

Kay, 

476.  477. 

Kay, 

476, 

. 

1811.  ISlfi. 

Payne, 

1811. 1812. 

Bowen, 

r  888  to  885. 
1949.  950. 

Gpn.  Johnson, 

15. 

J^Toogood.  . 
Standert, 

745  to  748. 
489  to  444. 

Standert, 

843  to  847. 

Standert, 

646.847. 

R.K.M.King, 

Axford, 

i^ommers, 
f  Trood, 
IStarkey, 

1277.1278. 
1197. 
105a 

115a  1151. 
1199.120a 
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Pbtvbetov.  WoRKHougs,  Children  sent  to,  fl'om  the  Bridg 
water  Workhouse,  and  Reasons  for. 


NMnes  of  Wttnenes  and  Figt  of  £?ideiioe. 


{ 


Deaths  of  Persons  in,  who  wtre  remored  from  the  1 
Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  -  -/ 

E66d  in,  not  sufficient,  ... 


Appointment  of  Mr.  Tilsley  to  that  District,  and 
Salary,  -  -       .     - 


«— «  Schoolmistress  appointed  for, 

■  Extracts  from  Visitors  Book  of,        •       • 
*— -  Hooping  Cough  and  Measles  are  prevalent  in, 

■  is  for  sick  Paupers  and  Children, 

—  Diarrheea  in,  -  -  -  - 
I  Influenza  in,               •               -               -  - 

—  Convalescents  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  sent  to, 

—  Population  of,  -  -  -  - 
Phillips,  Mr.,  as  to  his  Qualification  as  Apothecary  and  1 

Surgeon,  -  -  -  •/ 

Phillips,  Rachel,  Evidence  of,         *        -  -        - 

■  her  Refosal  to  nurse  at  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

Pike  Wobk  is  cheapest  for  Farmers,         ... 

■  Price  of,  before  and  since  passing  new  Poor  Law,    - 

■  Wages  for,  has  advanced,        .        - 

PiTTBM,  SAMUEL,.£vidence  of,      -  •  - 

Plombsgats  Union,  Population  of,  is  20,000, 

as  to  Separation  of  Children  from  their  Parents  in,  - 

{See  Ling.) 

«—— ^  Guardians  of,  their  Conduct  in  the  Case  of  Susan  V 

Ling,        ..---./ 

— »—  Allowances  to  Paupers,  on  what  Rule  or  Scale  given  ) 

in  the,  -  -  -  -  -  J 

Complaints  as  to  Insufficiency  of  Food  in, 

— «—  Relieving  Officer  of,  acts  under  printed  and  verbal  1 
Directions  firom  Commissioners  of  new  Poor  Law,  J 
may  give  Relief  in  urgent  Cases, 


•  Guardians  of,  recommend  Paupers   to  migrate  to  i 

Lancashire,          -           *           -            -  -J 

(See  Oui-doar  MeHef.)  - 
'  Out-door  Relief  is  often  given  in  tlie, 

•  refractory  Inmates    of,   general    Number    of,  and  "I 

Time  of  Confinement  in,            -             -  -  jT 

•  Skilley,  how  made  in  the,              .              -  - 
Cases  of  Diarrhoea  in,            •            -            -  - 

(Sec  FtMftfi^.) 

•  Visiting  in  the,         -            -            -            -  - 


Ploughbots,  dieir  Wages,  .  .  -  - 

(See  Toogood.) 
Polden  Hill    District   of   the  Bridgwater    Union,  1 
Appointment  of  Mr.  B.  Toogood  to,        -  -  J 

PoLLABD,  Edward,  Case  of,  -  - 

Pool,  Mr.  John  Evered,  Evidence  of,        • 

. Appointment  and    Salary  of,  for    the   Cannington  \ 

District  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  and  Popula*  > 
tibn  of,  -  -  -  -  -  J 

— —  his  Attendance  for  Mr.  King,  -  -  -  > 

Letter  of,  as  to  Sickness  prevailing  in  the  Bridgwater  1 

Union  Workhouse,  -*  -  -  -J 

■  '  aikl  Ruddock,  Appointment  and  Salary  of,  for  the  1 

Cannington  ana  Stowey  Districts,  -  -J 

Poor,  their  Dread  of  going  into  Bridgwater  Workhouse  on  \     p^uk.,.*,* 
account  of  Diarrhoea,        -  -  -    .      -I     Colthurst, 

— —  have  sufiered  by  under  Payment  of  Medical  Men  at  1 
Bridgwater,  -  -  -  -  •/ 

are  industrious,  and  do  their  best  to  keep  out  of  i 

Workhouses,  -  -  -  -        -j 

Second,  what,        -  -  -  . 

— —  Allowance  Scale  is  not  good  for,         -  -        - 

(ldl.-.lND.)  8  G  4 


Gover, 

Ellis, 
Sommers, 
Colthurst,      - 

1009. 
1022.1028. 

1049.  loao. 

1180.  1181. 

R.K.M.King, 

705. 

Binden, 

R.  Underdown, 

B.  Toogood,  . 

Warry, 

Tilsley, 

Sommers, 

Bowen, 

Starkey, 

Warry, 

Tilsley, 

Starkey, 

A.  King, 

TUsley, 

1026. 

525.  526. 

541. 

621. 622. 
r688.6S4. 
1640.641. 

105a 

889  to  898. 

1201. 1202. 

1075.  1076. 

641.  642. 

1209. 

64S. 

A.  King, 

575.  576. 

Phillips, 
Phillips, 

1016.  1017. 
1016.  1017. 

Kingston, 

Cundle, 

Bowen, 

114  to  116. 

877.  878. 

. 

35*  to  357. 

Wigg, 
Moore, 

305. 
f  512  to  513. 
\515.  516. 

Lewin, 

140.  141. 

Barclay, 

289.  290. 

Moore, 

512. 

Wigg, 

302.  303.  304. 

Wigg, 

304.305.306. 

Wigg. 

309  to  311. 

Wigg, 

328. 

Moore, 

512. 

Moore» 
Moore, 

511. 
511.  512. 

Moore, 

516. 

Kearsey, 

64  to  66. 

R.Underdown, 
B.  Toogood,  - 

525.  526. 
533. 

Ward, 

1122. 

. 

544  to  561. 

R.Underdown, 
Pool, 

525.  526. 
544  to  547. 

A.  King, 
Weale, 

985. 
1301. 

Starkey, 

1211. 

Warry, 

622.  623. 

Colthurst,      - 

1172. 

J.  Toogood,  - 

743, 

Williams,      - 

99.10a       ' 

Warry, 
Bowen, 

600. 
815. 
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Poor  are  worse  off  abce  piwing  of  new  Poor  Law, 
— — .  their  Objections  to  »ew  Poor  Law  and  Workhoases, 
,    -  -      Allowance  to,  before  and   after  new  Poor  Law  i 
passed,        -  -  -  -  -        -/ 

their  Condition  under  old  and  new  Poor  Law, 


Nmifle  of  WhiwMCT  «nd 

Leeky 
Inmah, 

Leek, 

Bowen, 


(^See  New  Poor  Law  Ad.) 
Poor  Law,  New,  its  working. 


{Cundle, 
Pope, 
r     Kearsey, 

makes  Labourers  more  willing  to  work  than  formerly,  \     Williams, 

t    Leek, 

great  Distress  occasioned  by,  -  -  - 

a«  to  remedying  the  Evils  of,        -  - 

has  increased  field  Labour,  -  -  - 

has  increased  Employment  for  Women  and  Children, 
has  lowered  Wages,  -  -  -  - 

(See  Lahmrers.) 
able-bodied  Labourers  under,  are  refused  Relief,    - 
is  an  Improvement  on  the  old  Laws, 
Spirit  of;  is  good,  but  it  is  strained  too  far,        -      - 
its  Effects  on  lower  Class  of  People,  and  Numbers  > 


Williams, 
Bull, 

Kay,  . 
Kay,  - 
Lewin, 


in  the  Workhouses, 
Dislike  of  labouring  ClalBses  to. 


■{ 


Gen«  Johnson, 

Kearsey, 

Axford, 

Shawe, 

Gen.  Johnson* 
Kingston, 
Warry, 
Kingston, 

Gen.  Johnson* 
Warry, 
Pope,    - 

Lewin, 


received  Relief! 


—  Condition  of  Labourers  under,        .  «  - 

(See  Bourn.) 
Unpopularity  or,  at  Bourn,  Lincolnshire, 

■  —  at  Bridgwater,  .  -  •  - 
— —  working  of,  at  Stowey,            -              - 
Lord  Stanhope*s  Committee  for  collecting  Evidence  1 

into  Abuses  of,        -  -  -  •  / 

{See  Gilberts  Act.) 

and  Gilbert's  Act,  Comparison  of  Powers  undcar,    -        Bull, 

(See  Labourers.) 
Poor  Law,  Old,  able-bodied  Labourers 
under,  and  Amount  of,    - 

Poor  Law  System,  Hardships  under,        .  -  - 

■  Opinion  against,  ... 
■    Objections  to,        -  -  -  -  - 

— its  Effects  on  Poor  Rates.  .  -  - 

Poor  Rates,  Amount  of,  in  Bridgwater  under  old  Poor  i 
Law,        -  -  -  -  -  -J 

■  are  diminished  in  ^alboume  since  passing  new  Poor  l 
Law,  -  •  -  -  -        -/ 

Amount  of,  at  Wickham  Market,    -  -  - 

Reduction  of,  in  Wickham  Market  in  1B17  and  1818, 

— —  Effects  of  new  Poor  Law  on,        -  - 

Pope,  the  Rev.  Benjamin,  Evidence  of,        -  •  • 

Population  of  the  Bourne  Union  is  about  18,000  or  19,000, 

of  the  Bridgwater  Union  is  28,000,  and  how  em-  \     ^owen 

ployed,  -  -  -  -  -J 
of  the  Plomesgate  Union  is  about  20,000,  -  -        ^fjf 9' 

of  Shalbourne,  -  -  *"*' 

of  Towcester, 

of  Wickham  Market, 

of  Woodbridge,  ... 

■  of  Woodbridge  Union, 
Price's  Method  of  heating  Houses  by  hot  Air, 
Prolapsus  Uteri,  what, 
in  what  Cases  it  may  occur, 

■  is  a  curable  Disease, 
■■  is  a  frequent  Complaint* 
— -^  Charlotte  Allen  had  not. 


PagBofEndenM. 

1271. 1272. 
458.459. 
B18  to  82a  ^ 

116. 

Ilia 

51.52. 

98. 

45*8.459. 

98. 

221. 22& 

467. 

467. 

162.168. 

9. 

56.^. 

1195. 

27a 

8  to  16. 
29. 
1245. 
27.28. 

16.  17. 
12S7. 1246. 

ma 

r  155. 162. 165. 
1     185. 

f  227  to  281. 
1     243. 


Gen.  Johnson,        7*  8. 


Lewin,  - 
Gen.  Johnson, 
Bowen, 
Shawe, 

Bowen,  - 
Baker,  - 

Cundle, 

Lewin, 
Lewin, 
Shawe, 

Gen.  Johnson, 


Provisions,  Price  of,  in  Lancashire,  -  -  - 

Puerperal  Fever^  in  what  Cases  it  occurs, 

■  Marks  of,  -  -  -  -  -  -j^ 

■  its  general  Course,  -  .  •  . 

(See  Cells  "AdamsS^ractory.) 
Punishment,  Corporal,  in  what  Cases  to  be  inflicted  by  1 
Masters  of  Workhouses,  -  -  -  / 

*— — —  in  Union  Workhouses,  how  inflicted  and  reported, 


Will 

Johnston, 

Lewin, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Warry, 

J.  Toogood,  - 

J.  Toogood,  - 

Standert, 

J.  Toogood,  - 

Standert, 

Ward, 

Shawe, 

J.  Toogood,  • 
J.  Toogood,  - 
Standert, 
Standert, 

Bull, 
Kay, 


187. 

17. 

89S  to  898. 

275. 

875. 

976. 

112. 

161. 162. 

152. 

275. 

1106  to  1112. 
19. 

802.808.816. 

805. 
lOS. 
375. 
162. 

274. 


124a  1241. 

748. 

755.756. 
843.844. 
756  to  757. 

848. 

1126  to  1130. 

264. 

746  to  748. 

753  to  756. 

846. 

841.842. 


24a 

489  to  491. 
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Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence. 


Q. 


Qualifications  of  Medical  Practitioners, 

— —  of  Messrs.  Addison,  Riillips,  Ward,  and  Young  as 
•     Surgeons  and  Apothecaries,  -  -  - 

Questions.    (See  MoHons,) 


J.  Toogood, 
A.  King, 


742.  743. 
575.  576. 


R. 


Railways,-  Men  who  go  to  work  on,  are  generally  of  indif- 1 
ferent  Character,  -  -  -  -/ 

Ramsbury,  Rate  of  Wages  in,  -        '        - 

Reading,  a  Mendicity  List  is  kept  at,  and  Poor  relieved  1 
from,    -       -  -  -  .  -/ 

Reed,  Mary,  Evidence  of,  -  -  -  . 

Refractory  Cells  for  Paupers,  -  - 
Time  Paupers  may  be  confined  in,  - 

■  in  Towcester  Union  Workhouse,  -  -  < 
— —  in  Nacton  Workhouse,                •                .  - 

Refractory  Persons^  as  to  Confinement  of,  in  Work-I 
houses,  -  -  -  -J 

— —  Inmates  of  the  Plomesgate  Union,  general  Number") 
of,  .  -  .  -  ./ 

Registrar  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  his  Duties, 

Relief,  Casual^  what,  ... 

(See  Magistrates — Out'door  JRelief—Albnoance.) 
Relief    to    Poor   may    be    given    under  43d  of  Eliza- 
beth, -  -  -  - 
»             how  far  Magistrates  have  the  Power  to  order, 

■  Difficulty  of  obtaining,  in  the  Bridgwater  Union,    - 
— —  on  what  Grounds  afiPorded  in  the  Bridgwater  Union, 

Relief,  Destitution  should  always  be  the  Ground  for, 

(See  Plomesgate.) 
— —  to  Paupers,  Scale  of,  in  tJhe  Plomesgate  Union, 


:} 


Relieving  Officers  under  new  Poor  Law,  act  under ^ 
printed  and  verbal  Instructions  received  from  the  > 
Board,  -  -  -  .  .J 

■  Powers  of,  -  -  -  - 
bad  EfiPects  of  their  not  promptly  giving  Orders  for  i 

Relief,  ...  .  ./ 

■  Duty  of,  is  to  give  Directions  to  Medical  Officers,  \ 

what  Cases  they  are  to  attend,  -  -  / 

— .— -  Instructions  to  and  Attendance  of,  in  the  Bridgwater  \ 

Union,  -  -  -  -  -J 
in  Bridgwater  Union  have  not  sufficient  discretionary  1 

Powers,  -  -  -  -  -J 

Remonstrance  of  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  as  to  their  i 

Salaries,  -  -  -  -J 

Rent  of  Cottages.    (See  Cottages.) 

Rendell,  Mr.,  his  OfiPer  to  take  Two  of  the  Bridgwater  Dis-  "^ 
tricts  at  a  reduced  Rate,  -  -  -  J 

Report  of  Infectious  Diarrhoea  in  Bridgwater  Work-"| 
house,  and  Causes  of,  was  regularly  laid  before  > 
Board  of  Guardians,  but  no  Answer  returned,      -J 

of  Building  Committee    on    tlie  Windows  of  the  \ 

Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  -  -  J 

■  of  Visiting  Committee  is  read  from  Chair  at  each  *) 

Meeting,  -  -  -  -J 

Reports  of  Visiting  Committee  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  \ 
are  made  in  Writing,  -  -  -  J 

Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bridgwater  l 
Union  as  to  general  Relief,  *  -         -  J 

of  the  Medical  Officers  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  as  \ 

to  their  Salaries  for  Attendance  on  Poor,  -  J 

■  ——  as  to  Salaries  and  Conduct  of  Members, 

(See  Lambaumje,) 
— — —  past  at  Lamboume  for  a  better  Allowance  to  the  Poor, 
(151.— Ind.)  8  H 


Rowland, 

- 

47. 

Rowland, 

- 

42. 

Hall, 

. 

85. 

Reed, 

• 

1077  to  1083. 

Bull, 

Bull, 

BuU, 

Johnston, 

Constable, 

w 

212  to  214. 
213. 214. 
213. 
373. 
508. 

Bull, 

- 

228  to  230. 

Moore, 

- 

512. 

Bowen, 

. 

957. 

Bowen, 

- 

933. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

19. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

14. 

824.828. 
815. 

Barclay, 

- 

286  to  288. 

Barclay, 

m 

289.  290. 

Wigg. 

- 

SQ2toS04. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

20.  21. 

A.  King, 

- 

578  to  583. 

R.Underdown, 

532. 

Bowen, 

- 

818  to  821. 

Bowen, 

- 

f825.  826.  981 
\     932. 

Ruddock, 

. 

650  to  655. 

Weale, 


7ia  716. 


Colthurst,      • 

N.  Ruddock, - 
Inman, 

rll66toll68. 
i  1174. 1175. 
I     1178. 1179. 

1232.  1336. 

1263. 

Inman, 

1265. 

Starkey, 

1210. 

Bowen,         « 

835  to  837. 

Warry, 

696.597. 

Ruddock,      - 

659  to  651. 

Lewir, 

142  to  144. 
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(See  Statement.)  ^ 

Return  showing  the  Number  of  Paupers  in  the  Bridg- 
water Union  irom  25th  Dec.  1837  to  24th  June 
1838,  -  -  .  . 

Reynolds's  Child,  Discontinuance  of  Medical  Relief  to,  and  i 
Reasons  for,  -  -  -  -  -  J 

i Death  of,  -  -  -        -  . 

Rich,  Jane,  Case  of,  -  -  -  - 

Ringworm,  Children  have,  in  Nacton  Workhouse, 

Riot  at  Bradford  on  account  of  new  Poor  Law, 

Road  Labour  is  idle  Work,  -  .  -  - 

Rowland,  Mr.  William,  Evidence  of,  -  - 

RowsELL,  Case  of,  -  .  .  .  - 

Ruddock,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Evidence  of> 

■  Appointment,  Salary,  and  Allowance  for  the  Stowey  r 
District  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  and  Population  < 

of, L 

— -  his  Motion  to  exclude  all  Persons  as  Medical  Officers  ^ 
of  the  Bridgwater  Union  who  were  not  Members  ( 
of  the  College  of  Surgeons  or  Licentiates  of  the  j 
Apothecaries  Company,  .  .  -J 

■  Application  of,  for  Orders  for  sick  Paupers, 

■  and  Pool,  Messrs.,  their  Appointment  and  Salary  for  1 

the  Cannington  and  Stowey  Districts,        -  -  J 

why  he  was  not  employed  in  the  Case  of  Charlotte  1 

Allen,  -  -  .  -  .        -J 

—  his  Examination  of  Charlotte  Allen, 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence. 


Ruddock,  the  Rev.  Noblett,  Evidence  of, 

"  his  Statement  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  un-*\ 
healthy  State  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  > 
from  Diarrhoea,  -  -  -  -J 


Weale, 


888. 


Stagg, 

721.  722. 

J.  Toogood,  - 
Stanbury, 
Constable,     - 

750t 
869. 
506. 

Bull,      - 

248.249. 

Kearsey, 

52. 
40to4& 

Ward, 

rll0*.1105. 
I  1119. 1122. 
11124. 

R.Underdown, 

Warry, 

ItB.Kuddock, 

f  647  to  675. 
1683.684. 

525.526. 

602  to  604. 

647.648. 

Warry, 

604^605. 

J.  Waites,      - 

781. 782. 

Warry, 

622.  623. 

J.  Waites,      - 

775  to  778. 

Walker, 

787  to  789. 

- 

/ 1221  to  1229. 
1 1231  to  1236. 

N.  Ruddock,  • 

1222  to  1227. 

s. 


'?} 


(.Sec  Medical  Officers.) 
Salaries  of  Medical  Officers  of   the  Bridgwater  1 
Union  on  what  Principles  fixed,  -  -  -  J 

should   not    be    paid    till   their  Books    are  made*) 

up,  -  .  -  -  -  -J 

Savings  Banks,  Deposits  to,  are  increased  since  passing ' 
new  Poor  Law,  •  -  - 

Schoolmaster  to  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse, 

Schoolmistress  is  appointed  to  the  Petherton  Workhouse, 

Schools  in  Nacton  Workhouse,  ... 

—  in  Petherton  Workhouse,  -  -  - 
■  in  Woodbridge  Workhouse,      .               -  . 

Second  Poor,  what,  -  -  .  . 

SsLLicK,  Martha,  Case  of,  -  -  -  - 

Settlement,  Law  o£    (See  Law  of  Settlement.) 

{See  Watts.) 
Bhalbourne,  Case  of,       - 

— ^—  Population  of^  -  - 

■  Workhouse,  Number  it  will  hold,    - 

■  Allotments  to  Poor  in,  and  Rate  paid  for. 


(^See  Cottages.) 
Cottage  Rent  in,         -        - 

as  to  Employment  of  Poor  in. 

Public  Houses  at,    - 

Mode    of  Admission  of  Paupers  into  the  Union  "l 

Workhouse  of,  at  Hungerford,    -  -  -/ 

Number  of  Labourers  in  and  out  of  Employ  in,  1 

before  and  since  passing  new  Poor  Law,  -  / 


R.K.M.King, 
Weale, 

Rowland, 

Sommers, 

Sommers, 

Constable, 

Sommers, 

Shawe, 

Warry, 

Ward,    . 


Kingston, 
Rowland, 
Williams, 
Kingston, 
Kingston, 
Williams, 

Kingston, 
Kearsey, 
Kearsey, 
Williams, 

Rowland, 
Cundle, 


686  to  695. 
1286. 

46. 

1066. 

1050. 

505.506. 
1050. 


600. 
1122.  1123. 


22  to  4a 
40  to  48. 
lOS. 

sa 

25. 
94. 

25.4a 

54. 

65. 

loa 

41. 
110.111. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GENERAL  INDEX. 


1347 


G«nenl  Htads^ 


Shalboobmb,  Names  of  Families  who  applied  for  Relief  in,  \  ir:_^>«. 

during  the  last  Winter.             ...               ./  ^ff»»°»' 

■  Kingstony  Mr,,  Number  of  Men  out  of  Employ  that  1  KinMton 

he  engaged,        -            -            -           -           -J  ^       ' 


Names  of  WitnesMs  and  Page  of  Eyideikee. 

81. 
S3. 


{See  Wages.) 
Wages,  Rate  of,  in. 


{See  Club.) 
Club  for  Clothing  at. 


Friendly  Society  at.  Number  of  Members  of,  in-*! 
creased  since  new  Poor  Law,  and  Advantages  of,  / 
Poor  Rajes  are  diminished  in,  since  passing  new  i 

-  -  -  J 


Kingston, 

Kearsey, 

Hall,    - 

Williams, 

Cundle, 

Cannon, 

Williams, 
Williams, 

Cundle> 
Kay,     - 


Poor  Law, 

Shawe,  Robert  Nbwton,  Esq.,  Evidence  oC 

— — -^  his  Letter  on  Migration  of  Paupers  to  Lancashire, 

Sheep  Stealing  has  increased  since  passing  of  new  Poor  1      -^^ 

Law,  .  .         *^.      "^    .  .1     Kearsey, 

Sick  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  Request  of  Mr.  A.  King^ 

to  separate  them  from  the  healthy,  not  complied  >     A.  King, 
with,        .  -  -  -  -  -J 

{See  Bridgwater.) 
Sickness  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,        -  -        Buller, 
^^^^  is  attributable  to  Diet,    -           -            -        -        Weale, 

{See  Gruel.) 

Skilley  used  in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  notwithstanding  i  ^  i 

raging  of  Diarrhoea,  -  -  -        ./        ^  ^''' 

■  '  ■'  reported  by  Medical  Officer  of  Bridgwater  Union  1  x> 

as  injurious  to  Health,     -  -  -  -/  ^^^^"'^ 

■  given  to  Paupers  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  notwith- 1  ^ 

standing  raging  of  Diarrhcea,     -  -  -  J  owen, 

'  how  made. 


should  be  properly  made, 
•  its  purging  Nature, 


as  to  its  causing  Diarrhoea, 


■     ■  ■  I  Complaints  against,     -        - 
Smales,  Mr.  John  B.,  Evidence  of. 

Smith,  Dr.,  his  Letter  in  respect  to  Mr.  Ward, 
Smith,  Ann,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 

Smith,  Widow,  her  Case,  and  that  of  her  Father,  - 


{ 
•{ 


■{ 


Migration  offered  to,  -  *  - 

Allowance  to,  before  and  since  passing  new  Poor  i 

Law,        -  .  -  -  -  -J 

her  Goods  and  Gleaning  sold  to  pay  Distress  fori 

Rent,       -  -  -  -  -  -J 


Booth, 

Moore, 

Baker, 

G.  Airey, 

Wix, 

Welton, 

Poole, 

R.Underdown, 

Constable, 


J.  Toogoody   - 

Lewin, 
Barclay, 

Wigg, 

Smith, 
Barclay, 

Smith, 
Smith, 


Smith,  Mr.  James>  Evidence  of,       -            -           •          -  •        . 

{See  Oui-door  Relief) 

skew  Stobm  of  1837-8,  Out-door  Relief  was  given  to  able-  \  yr 

bodied  Labourers  after,       -        -            -            -  J  *^* 

Sommers,  Mr.  James,  Evidence  of,              *            -            -  •        •        , 

Sore  Legs,  Mr.  King  requests  that  Paupers  with,  may  not  be  >  j 

admitted  into  Bridgwater  Workhouse,         -        -/  ^"°*^> 

Sprouting,  William,  Case  of,  and  Affidavit  of,  as  to  a  >  *  rp           i 

Bone  taken  from  his  Side  by  Mr.  Ward,              -/  ^'  loogood,  - 
■  ■   «i— ■  Pin  extracted  from  the  Groin  oiy        ^        ^            -  Ward, 
Affidavit  of,              .....  Ward,  - 

Stacey,  Salome,  Evidence  of,    -           -            -               -  ^        .        . 

Stago,  Mr.  John,  Evidence  of,        -           -           •           -  ... 

Stagg,  Mary,  Case  of,       -           -           -           -           -  Ward, 

(15L— Ind.)  8  I 


24^  25. 4a 

54. 

72.  74. 75-  77. 

91.92. 93.  lOa 

107. 

119  to  121. 

100. 102. 105 
100  to  lOS. 

112. 

258  to  275. 
471.472. 


995  to  999. 


1216.1217. 
1301. 


973. 
897. 

913. 

411. 

511. 

976. 

447.448. 

454. 

495. 496. 

549  to  561. 

564- 

504. 

357  to  366. 

763.  764. 
415  to  424. 

169.  170. 

292  to  294. 
/321  to  329. 
I     342. 

415  to  424. 

292. 

115  to  117. 

417. 

516  to  519. 


487. 

1041  to  1066. 

1267. 

766. 

1140  to  1143. 
1142.  1143. 

(  863  to  d66. 
\     87a 
720  to  723. 

1121. 1122. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1348 


GENERAL  INDEX. 


General  Heads. 

Stanbury,  Catherine,  Evidence  of,         - 

Stanhope's,  Lord,  Committee  to  collect  Evidence  for  the  1 
Inquiry  into  Abuses  of  new  Poor  Law,        -        -3 

Standert,  Hugh  Chatley,  Evidence  of, 

professional  Character  of,        -        - 

Starkey,  Case  of,  ..... 

Starkey,  the  Rev.  Samuel,  Evidence  of,      -         - 

(See  Return.) 
Statement  of  Population  and  Extent  and  annual  Value  of) 

Property  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  -  -  / 

i of  Inmates  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  in  \ 

1830-31  ;  Ages,  &c.,  -  -  -  -/ 

— of  the  State  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  as  l 

to  Diarrhoea,        -  -  -  -  -  j 

of   Income    and  Expenditure  of  Labourers,   andi 

Deficiency  of  Earnings,  -  -  - 1 
of  Allowance  to  Paupers  in  the  Plomesgate  Union, 

Stogursey  District  in  Williton  Union  is  under  Mr.  Rud- 
dock ;  Pay  for,  and  Population  of. 

Stone-picking,  Pay  for,        -  .  •  -  - 

(See  Ruddock.) 

Stowey  District  op  the  Bridgwater  Union,  Appointment  1 
of  Mr.  Ruddock  to,  as  Surgeon,       -        -  -  J 

Stowey,  working  of  new  Poor  Law  at,        - 

Wages,  Rate  of,  at,  .... 

Stowey  AND  Cannington  Districts,  as  to  Mess^  Ruddock  i 
and  Pool's  Appointment  to,  and  Salary,         -      -  J 

Stradbroke,  Earl,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 

Suffolk,  Farmers,  Stale  of,  -  -  -  - 

Labourers,  good  Character  of,  -  -         - 


':} 


Wages  given  in. 


-{ 


■  Wages  given  in,  are  improved, 

Task  Work  is  generally  given  in. 

Surgeon's  Book  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  Confidence  that  \ 
can  be  placed  in,  -  -  -  -  J 

Suspended  Medical  Orders,  what,  -  -  - 

System  of  the  new  Poor  Law  is  bad,  ... 

of  the  Bridgwater  Union  is  bad,        ... 


Names  of  WitnesBes  and  Page  of  Evidenee. 

. 

866  to  870. 

Lewin, 

155.162.165. 
185. 

Warry, 
Ward, 

839  to  851. 
1249. 

1125. 

r  1199  to  1216. 
L     1253.125*. 

Bowen, 

803.804. 

Bowen, 

805.806. 

N.  Ruddock, 

1222  to  1227. 

Kearsey, 

58.59.68. 

Barclay, 

289.290. 

Ruddock,       . 

683.  684. 

Kearsey, 

54.55. 

R.Underdown, 

525.  526. 

Pope, 
Pope, 

1110. 
1111. 

Warry, 

621.623. 

- 

491  to  493. 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Lewin, 

Shawe, 

L<>  Stradbroke, 

L<^  Stradbroke, 

U  Stradbroke, 

271. 

271. 

139. 

270.271. 

491.492. 

492. 

492. 

Bowen, 

9ia 

Addison, 

589. 

Bowen, 
Bowen, 

893  to  898. 
821. 

T. 


Task  Work  is  generally  given  to  Labourers  in  Suffolk, 

(See  MorUy-Sindon.) 
Tea  and  Sugar  ordered  for  sick  Paupers  not  delivered  for  ) 
a  Week  afterwards,  -  -  -  -  / 

Tenders  for  Medical  Attendance  are    derogatory  to  the  i 
Profession,  -  -  -  -  -J 

Tilsley,  Mr.  Horatio  Nelson,  Evidence  of, 

Appointment,  Salary,  and  Allowance  for  the  North  'i 

Petherton  District  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  and  > 
Population  of,  -  -  .        .  .  j 

as  to  his  Salary  and  Bill,  -  .  - 

ToooooD,  Mr.  Baruch,  Evidence  of,  -  -  • 

■  Appointment,  Salary,  and  Allowance  fbr  the  Polden-"| 

hill  District  of  the  Bridgwater  Union,  and  Popu-  > 
lation  of,  -  -  -  -  -J 

Toogood,  Mr.  Jonathan,  Evidence  of,         -  -         - 

his  Practice  at  Bridgwater,  .  .  - 

TowcBSTER  Union  Workhouse,  Number  of  Paupers  it  will  1 

hold  is  210, / 

Number  of  able-bodied  Paupers  in, 

■  ■       as  to*  refractory  Cell  in,  -  -  * 
Visitors  to,  as  to  Time  of  their  Admissioni 


L<i  Stradbroke, 

492. 

Ellis,       -     ^. 

1022. 

Weale, 

716.  1287. 

R.  Underdown, 
B.  Toogood,  - 
Warry, 
Warry, 

633  to  647. 

525.526. 

541. 

621.622. 

627. 

. 

522  to  544. 

R.  Underdown, 
B.  Toogood,  - 

525.526. 
533. 

N.  Ruddock, 

f  725  to  752. 
1753  to  77a 
1227. 

Johnston, 

875. 

Johnston, 
f  Bull, 
t  Johnston, 

Smales. 

375. 

212.  213. 
373. 
363.  364s 
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TowcESTER  Union  Workhouse,  as  to    cutting  Hair    of) 
Paupers  in,  -  -  -  -         -        -  / 

•^—  Population  of,  -  -  .  -  -    ' 

TowNSEND,  Case  of,  -  -  -  -  - 

Trood,  Mr.  John,  Evidence  of, 

-^—  his  Attendance  at  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  for 
Mr.  Gover  during  his  Illness, 

cautioned  by  Mr.  King  as  to  Bridgwater  Workhouse  i 

being  infectious,  -  -  -  -  j 


:{ 


Smales, 

Johnston, 

Johnston, 

362.  363.  365, 
367.  368. 
375. 

Williams, 

93.  100.  101. 

Gover, 

Reed, 

Trood, 

1144  to  1161. 
1028. 
1083. 
1145. 

Trood, 

1149.  1151. 

u. 


Underdown,  Mr.  Robert,  Evidence  of, 

Undehdown,  Robert  George,  Evidence  of, 

Union  Workhouses  prevent  improvident  Marriages, 


Kingston, 


(-525  to  532. 
^  563  to  565. 
1 1029  to  Ills. 
1276. 

38.  39. 


(See  Marvin.) 
Verdict  of  Jury  in  the  Case  of  Edward  Marvin, 

Visiting  Committee  of  r.ridgwater,  their  Duties, 


•  their  Routine, 

•  Letter  of  Summons  for, 

-  Names  of. 


their  Attendance  and  Proceedings, 

■  Reports  of,  when  taken  into  consideration, 
are  made  in  Writing 


—  complain  of  the   Expense  of  Tea,  Sugar,  and  ) 
Butter  for  Diarrhoea  Patients,  -  -  j 

—  report  Diarrhoea  to  prevail  in  the  Bridgwater  \ 
Workhouse,  -  -  -  .  ,  j 

—  were  not  satisfied  that  Gruel  was  the  Cause  of  i 
Diarrhoea,  -  -  -  .  .  / 

—  order  Beds  into  Bridgwater  Workhouse, 

—  are  advised  by  Medical  OflScers  not  to  visit  the  f 
House  on  account  of  Diarrhoea,  -  - 1 


did  not   visit  the  Workhouse    on  account 


Diarrhoea, 
of  the  North  Petherton  Workhouse, 


1 


Visiting  Committee  Book  of  Bridgwater  Union  is  laid  i 
before  Board  of  Guardians  each  Board  Day,        -  / 

Extracts  from,  as  to  Health  of  Paupers,  -  / 

^— from,a8toDiarrhcea,and  Alteration  of  Diet, 

from,  in  respect  to  Diarrhoea,     - 

•     • from,  as  to  Mr.  Inman's  Attendance, 

of  the  North  Petherton,  Extracts  from,  -  ./ 

{See  Children^Families^Husbands  and  Wives.) 
Visitors  to  Persons  in  Union  Workhouses  when   and  how  \ 
to  be  permitted,  -  -  .  .  / 

are  permitted  in  the  Plomesgate  Union, 

allowed  in  the  Woodbridge  Union, 


Gen.  Johnson, 

Bowen, 

Warry, 

N.  Ruddock;  - 

Bowen, 

Axford, 

Bowen, 

Reid, 

N.  Ruddock, 

Starkey, 

A.  King, 

Starkey. 

Starkey, 

Underdown,  - 

Baker, 

A.  King, 

Gover, 

Gover, 

Strood, 

Axford, 

Warry, 

Baker, 

Warry, 

Sommers^ 

Bowen, 

Inman, 

Bowen, 

Baker, 

Bull, 

Moore, 
Shawei 


■  { 


4. 

799  780. 
1237.  1238. 
1231.  1233. 
872. 
1197. 
780.  799. 
1080.  1081. 
1231.  1232. 
1211. 

1003.  1004. 
1204.  1205. 

1211. 

1032, 

963  to  965. 
986  to  988. 
1008. 

1011  to  1013. 
1147  to  1149. 
1154.  1155. 
1197. 

1072. 

963. 

1243. 

1058. 

897. 

1270. 

889  to  898. 

963. 

219.  220. 

513.  514.  516. 
269. 


w. 


{See  Piece  Work,) 
Wages  of  Labour  of  certain  Individuals, 
—  should  be  increased. 


in  Harvest, 


(15L_Ind.) 


812 


-{ 


Kingston, 

Bowen, 

Gen.  Johnson, 

Kingston, 

Lewin, 


3LS2. 

873.875  to  877. 

5. 

39. 
f  158  to  163. 
1 185.  186. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1350 


OENERilL  INDEX. 


General  Heads- 


Namee  of  T^tnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence. 


Wages  of  Labour  given  to  Single  Men, 
paid  to  Watts  per  Week,       -    *        - 

(See  OiO'doar  ReUtf.) 

not  to  be  increased  by  Out-door  Relief,     - 

should  not  be  increased  by  Parish  Relief, 

■  to  married  and  unmarried  Labourers> 

■  before  and  after  passing  new  Poor  Law, 

daily,  have  not  advanced,  -  .  - 

are  increased  by  Employ  of  Children, 

— paid  to  Children  for  Labour,        -  - 

to  Men  and  Boys,  as  to  Sufficiency  or  Insufficiency  of, 

—  as  to  attaching  of,  to  repay  Loan  granted  to  Lao 

bourer  by  Parish,  -  -  -  -  j 

—  new  Poor  Law  has  raised, 


new  Poor  Law  has  lowered, 

in  the  Bridgwater  Union, 

in  Lancashire, 
in  Lincolnshire, 
in  Hamsbury, 


■{ 


'  in  Shalbourne,  ... 

in  West  of  England,        -  - 

■  in  Shalboume,        -  -  . 

■  in  Stowey,  -  .  - 

■  in  Suffolk,  -  . 

-  in  Suffolk  are  improved, 
in  Wickbam  Market,  .  -  - 

of  able-bodied  Labourers  in  the  Woodbridge  Union, 

Waites,  Mr.  James  P.,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 

Waites,  Mrs.  Mary,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 

Walker,  Kitty,  Evidence  of,        '-  .  .  . 

Complaints  against,  as  to  her  Skill  in  Midwifery, 


■{ 


{ 


Ward,  Mr.  John  Rodney,  Evidence  of,      - 

his  Letter  in  answer  to  Advertisement  for  Medical  1 


Officers  in  the  Bridgwater  Union,  -  -  / 

his  Qualifications  as  Apothecary  and  Surgeon, 
professional  Education  of,  -  -  - 


his  Testimonials  and  Appointment,  -  -^ 


:} 


takes  the  Benefit  of  Insolvent  D^tors  Act,  and  im- 
prisoned Nine  Months, 

as  to  his  being  in  the  Queen's  Bench, 

Action  against,  for  Slander,  ... 

(See  Webber.) 

Action  against,  by  Mr.  Webber  of  Taunton,  for  f 
Want  of  Skill.      .  -  .  .  .{ 


Card  of. 


-{ 


•  Refusal  of  Medkal  Men  of  Bridgwater  to  meet, 
.  Animosity  of  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater  against,  \ 
and  Reasons  for,  -  -  .  .  j 

discounts  Bills,  -  -  -  .  . 

Dr.  Smith  8  Letter  in  respect  to,     - 
proposing  to  give  Lectures  to  Midwives, 
Affidavit  of  W.  Sprouting  as  to  a  Bone  being  taken  \ 
out  of  his  Side  by,        .  -  .  .  j 

not  a  Licentiate  of  Leyden,  -  .  . 


Eangston, 
Kearsey, 

Hall, 

Bowen, 

Kingston, 

Kingston, 

Bowen, 

Shawe, 

Kingston, 

Kearsey, 

Hall, 

Hall, 
Shawe^ 

Lewin, 

R.K.M.KiDg, 

Bowen, 

Shawe, 

Gen.  Johnson, 

Rowland, 

Kingston, 

Kearsey, 

Cundle, 

Rowland, 

Kingston, 

Williams, 

Pope, 

Lewin, 

L<i  Stradbroke, 

L*'  Stradbroke, 

Lewin, 

Kay, 


Stanbury, 

Stacey, 

Woolfey, 


Starkey, 

A.  King, 
Ward, 

Warry, 

J.Toogood,  - 

Bowen, 

Ward, 

Starkey, 

Inman, 

Weale, 

J.Toogood,  - 

Ward, 

J.Toogood,  - 

Ward, 

J.Toogood,  - 

Ward, 

R.Underwood, 

N.  Ruddock,  - 

Ward, 

Ward, 

Warry, 

Ward, 

J.Toogood,  - 
Ward, 

J.Toogood,  -  . 

Ward, 


29. 

49. 

125. 

873. 

86. 

26toda 

877.  878. 

274. 

26.  27.  38.  39- 

64.65. 

88. 

77. 

270.  271. 
f  162. 163. 185. 
I     186. 


'801.802. 
.875  to  877. 


5. 

42. 

31.  32. 

49  to  52. 

107. 

43. 

24.25. 

91. 

1111. 

139. 

491.492. 

492. 
f  158  to  163. 
1 185. 186. 

478. 479. 

770  to  782. 

782^  to  78*. 

785  to  790. 
869. 
871. 
871. 

f  1085  to  1106. 
1 1114  to  1144. 

1215. 

575. 576. 

1139.1140- 
r623  to  625. 
1 1246  to  125a 

764  to  766. 

798.  799. 

1085  to  1090. 

1211  to  1216. 

1272  to  1274. 

1282  to  1284. 

765.766. 

1114  to  1116. 

765.766. 

1114  to  1116. 

764.765. 
1130. 118L 
1276. 

1234. 1235. 
1190.  !19L 
1139. '114a 

624  to  626. 

1115  to  1117. 
763.764. 
1097  to  1099. 

766  to  768. 

1092. 
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Ward,  Mr.  John  Rodkby>  Surgeon  to  the  Royal  Infirmary  1 
for  Diseases  of  Children^  -  -  -  / 

■     Surgeon  to  the  Royal  Maternity  Society,    * 

■  ■     ■     Consulting  Surgeon  Accoucheur  to  the  Southwark  1 

Child-bed  Society,  Guy's  Hospital,         -  *  j 

■  an  Honorary  Member  of  the  Physical  Society,  Guy's  1 

Hospital,  -  -  -  -  -J 

Warrt,  G.,  Esquire,  Evidence  €f£^  -  -  • 


his  Conduct  as  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  J 
of  the  Bridgwater  Union,       -        -  .         -'S 

Board  of  Guardians  vote  Thanks  to, 

hisJleasoDS  for  giving  up  the  Chair  of  the  Board  of  i 


Namflt  of  WitaeMet  and  F^ge  of  EHdenee. 


Guardians, 

Water,  short  Supply  o£y  in  the  Bridgwater  Union  Work- 
house, 


Watts,  Isaac,  Case  of. 


:} 


-  —  Family  of,  and  their  Capability  of  working, . 

his  Application  to  the  Relieving  Officer, 

his  general  State  of  Healthy 


-  Wages  he  received,  ... 

-  Character  of,  -  -  - 

-  Letter  to  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  his  Case, 


;{ 

{ 
■{ 

} 


Investigation  of  his  Case  by  Assistant  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners^ -  .  .  .  - 

not  possible  for  him  to  support  his  Family  with  his  i 
kamings,  -  -  -  -j 

as  to  admitting  Part  of  his  Family  into  the  Work-^ 
house  with  the  Leave  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis-  > 
sioners,  ...  .J 


(See  BridgtoateTT-Mediodl  Men.) 
Weals,  Robert,  Esq.  Evidence  of. 


—  Extract  from  his  Letter  to  Poor  Law  Commissioners  ^ 

on  the  State  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse  > 
in  answer  to  Mr.  Bowen's  Statement,    -  -  J 

—  sent  to  examine  into  the  State  of  the  Bridgwater  i 

Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -J 

—  his  Examination  of  Causes  of  Deaths  in  the  Bridg- 1 

water  Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  J 

—  his  Examination  of  Harriet  Bindon, 

— <  Examination  of  Gover  before  Board  of  Guardians,  ^ 
as  to  Diarrhoea,  Tea,  Sugar,  &c.  -  -  / 

—  Visits  of,    to    the  Bridgwater  Workhouse  during  \ 

Prevalence  of  Diarrhoea,  and  other  Times,  -  J 

—  Times  he  visited  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse, 

—  his  Letter  to  one  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  ^ 

statinghis  Illness  and  Inability  to  attend  Guardians  > 
of  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,         -        -J 

—  consents  to    Change  of  Diet  in    the  Bridgwater  1 

Union  Workhouse,  -  -  -  -  J 

—  Extracts  from  his  Letter  to  Poor  Law  Commissioners  \ 

on  Sickness  in  Bridgwater  Workhouse,  -  j 

(151.— Ind.)  8  13 


Ward, 
Ward, 
Ward, 

Ward, 


Inman, 

Sommers, 

Azfordf 

Starkey, 

Buller, 

Colthurst, 

Warry, 

Sommers, 
Parsons, 

Elingston, 
Rowland, 
Kearsey, 
Hall, 

Williams, 

Cundle, 

Cannon, 
Hall, 

Kingston, 

Kearsey, 

Kingston, 

Kingston, 

Kingston, 

Rowland, 

Kearsey, 

Williams, 

Kearsey, 

Kearsey, 

Williams, 
Cannon, 

Hall, 

Kearsey, 

Kearsey, 


Bowen, 

Baker, 

Baker, 

Bindon, 

Gover, 

Gover, 
Trood, 
Weale, 

Weale, 

Weale, 
Weale, 


•{ 


1094. 1095. 
1092  to  1095. 
1095. 

1096.1097. 

589  to  597. 
599  to  631. 
1066  to  1076. 
1237  to  1253. 
1275. 
1046. 

1189.  1190 
1206. 
1219. 
1J81. 

12M.  12i5. 

1059. 

1302  to  130^. 

22  to  40. 

40  to  46. 

49  to  70. 

85. 
J  90  to  97. 100 
1     to  103. 
fl04    to    iia 
\     113  to  116. 

117. 

129.  130. 
f  22.  23.  32.  33. 
1     38.39. 

49  to  70. 

22  to  31. 

24u 

24.32. 

42.43. 

49.  54  to  56. 

91. 

49. 
f49.61  to  66. 
I     68  to  70. 

94  to  97. 

117. 
r70to79. 
i  83.  85.  87. 
Il24tol30. 

58  to  62. 
53. 


r706    to    720. 
\  887  to    888. 
U280tol303. 

950  to  955. 

/  970  to  973. 
I     975. 

972.973. 

1025. 

1013  to  1015. 

1011  to  1113. 

1154.1156. 

1290. 

129a 

1290  to  1292. 
1301. 
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Webber,  her  Case    of  dislocated  Shoulder  in  the  Bridge 
water  Union,  ... 

Welton,  Mr.  William,  Evidence  of, 

Wheat,  weeding  of,  is  paid  5s.  and  7s,  per  Acre, 

WiCKHAM  Market,  Population  of,  is  1,200, 

. Children,  Allowance  by  Parish  for, 

^-—  Age  at  which  they  are  removed  from  Parents  ) 

to  Nursery,         -  -  -  -  -  J 
Times  when  Parents  can  see  them, 

Poor  Rates,  Amount  of,  at,        -  - 

Poor  Rates,  Reduction  of,  in  1817—1818,    - 

^— —  Beer  Houses,  Number  of.  in,  -  -  - 

i  Workhouse,    average    Cost    of  Paupers    in,     fori 

Twenty-four  Years,  -  -  -         -J 

WiGG,  Mr,  Richard,  Evidence  of,  -  -  - 

U'lLLiAMs,  the  Rev.  Daniel,  Evidence  of, 

Wilson,  the  Rev.  Mr.,  his  Application  to  Poor  Law  Com- 1 
missioners,  and  their  Reply,  -  -  -  J 

Windows  of  the  Bridgwater  Union  Workhouse,  Report  of) 
Building  Committee  on,  -  -  -  / 
Height  of,              -              -              -  - 

\\  INDSOR,  a  Mendicity  List  is  kept  at,  and  Relief  given  to  1 
Poor  from,  -  -  -  -  -  J 

Winn,  Drusilla,  Case  of,  and  Death  of  her  Two  Children  1 
in  the  Bridgwater  Workhouse,        -  -         -  J 


WiNSLADE,  Sarah,  Case  of, 


■{ 


Wise,  Mr.  John,  Evidence  of,        -  -  - 

Wix,  Robert,  Case  of,  and  Evidence  of,        -  -        - 

(See  Wickham  Market— Nacton^Booth.) 
Woodbridge,  Population  of,  is  5,000,  -  -         - 

WooDBRiDGE  Union  has  Forty-six  Parishes, 

Population  of,  is  22,163,         .... 

Number  of  Inmates  in  Workhouse  is  177, 

'  Division,  Parishes  of,  -  -  - 

— —  Males  and  Females  are  separated  in, 

Diet  in,  -  -  -  - 

■  Objections  to,  by  Paupers,        -         - 

has  Three  Relieving  Officers,        .  ^  - 

Board  of  Guardans  mquire  into  all  Cases  of  Distress, 

— as  to  Relief  to  able-bodied  Labourers  in, 

{See  DiarrhcM.) 

Diarrhoea  in,  is  confined  to  Children, 

■  Reasons    for    not    taking  Children   into,    without  1 

Parents,  -  -  -  -/ 

Out-door  Relief  was  given  to  able-bodied  Labourers  *) 

in  consequence  of  the  Snow  Storm  of  1837-8,      -  J 

Out-door  Relief,  Refusal  of,  has  extended  Labour,  - 

^——  great  Privations  were  endured  by  Paupers  in  the,"| 

during   the  Transition   from    old    to  new  Poor  > 

Law,         -  -  ...  -J 

'  as  to  visiting  in,         -  -  -  -  - 

Workhouse,  School  in,    -        -  -  -  - 

Number  it  will  hold  is  about  400, 

Booth,  Widow,  Treatment  of,  by  the  Surgeon  in, 

Beer  Houses,  Number  of,  in,  -  -  - 


Standert, 
Inman, 

Kingston, 

Lewin, 
Lewin, 

Moore, 

Moore, 
Lewin, 
Lewin, 
Leek,    - 

Lewin, 


Bull,    - 

N.  Ruddock, 
R.  K.M.King, 

Hall, 

Bowen, 
Ward,    -       - 

A.  King, 

Warry, 

Newman, 

Wix,     - 

Shawe,  - 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Welton, 

Shawe, 

Booth, 

Welton, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Welton, 
Shawe, 

Kay,    - 
Shawe, 

Kay,    - 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Shawe, 

Welton, 

Shawe, 


WooLLEY,  Elizabeth,  Evidence  of. 


Workhouses,  Space  that  should  be  allowed  in,  for  Paupers,  Bowen, 

■  Poor  are  industrious,  and  do  their  best  to  keep  out  "I  Wiiiiamg 

of,  -  -  -  •  -J  > 

Masters  of,  under  old  and  new  Poor  Law,  their  \  ^^_   t^u«« 

Liability,  .  -  .  .;  Gen.  Johnson. 


850.  851. 
1273. 

4?95  to  4f99. 

36. 

162. 
160. 

522.523. 

522. 523. 
161. 162. 
152. 
460. 

156. 

301  to  331. 

90tol04w 

f216.217.23L 
I     232. 

1232. 1236- 
1254  to  1256. 

85. 

951  to  957. 
1133. 

580.  581. 
630. 
793.  794. 

377  to  379. 

449  to  454. 

274. 

269. 

269. 

269. 

495. 

268. 269. 

410  to  413. 

499. 

273. 

272.  273. 
273. 

498.  499. 
273. 

487. 

273.  274. 

486. 4S7. 

269. 

269. 

275. 

496  to  498. 

271. 
/  851  io  855. 
1871. 

f  882  to  885. 
I  949.  950. 

99.  loa 
12. 13. 


are  the  Test  of  Pauperism,  and  Effects  of. 
Repugnance  of  Poor  to, 

are  considered  as  Prisons, 


I 


Bowen, 

815.  816.  950. 

Gen.  Johnson, 

8. 

Williams,       - 

96  to  102. 

Hall, 

129. 130. 

Bowen, 

477.  478. 

Axford, 

119L 

Bull, 

f  22a  221. 
1228.  229. 
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WoRKHOUSE^s,  Visitors  to  Persons  in,  on  what  Terms  they  1 
are  admitted,  -  -  -  -j 

Dietaries.    (See  Diet*) 

Food,  short,  in,  is  one  of  the  Objections  of  Poor  to, 

Practice  of,  advantageous  to  Medical  Men, 

-  the  Powers  of  Justices  to  visit,  -  - 1 

(See  Bridgwater.) 
' —  at3ridgwater,  crowded  State  of,  •        -        • 

at  Nottingham.     {See  Nottingham,) 

Threats  of  the,  have  not  been  held  out  to  Poor  to  "i 

induce  them  to  migrate  to  Lancashire,        -        -J 

of  Bridgwater,  Expense  of  supporting  Limates  of,  1 

for  Seven  Years,  -  -  -  -  J 

Dissatisfaction  of  People  in, 

State  and  Health  of  Paupers  in, 

Milk  used  instead  of  Gruel  in, 

— Gruel  used  in,  instead  of  Milk, 

Repugnance  of  Poor  to,  on  account  of  Diar- 1 

rhoea,  -  -  -  -        -/ 
their  Objections  to,            -            -         -        . 

System  of,  is  calculated  to  lower  Wages, 


Names  of  Witnesses  and  Page  of  Evidence. 

Bull, 

219.  220. 

Williams, 
Warry, 
Bull, 
Bowen, 

97  to  100. 
622. 

215.216. 
817.818. 

Starkey, 

1202. 1203. 

Kay, 

470  to  472. 

Bowen, 

f  Trood, 

L  Warry, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

Bowen, 

f  807.  808. 
1872.  873. 

1158  to  1160. 

1245. 

894  to  898. 

895.896. 

895.  896. 

Axford, 

1191. 

Inman, 
Bowen, 

127a 

876.  877. 

Y. 


Yorkshire,  Suggestion  for  Robert  Airey  to  go  to. 

Young,  Mr.  Robert,  Evidence  of,  -  - 

as  to  his  Qualification  as  a  Surgeon  and  Apothecary, 

has  the  Charge  of  the  Hill  District,  and  Salary  for,  - 

a  Member  of  the  District  Branch  of  the  Bridgwater  i 

Medical  Association,  -  -  •  j 

improper  Conduet  to,  by  Medical  Men  of  Bridgwater, 

Election  of,  -  -  -  -  - 


R.  Airey, 

A.  King, 
Young, 

Young, 

Young, 

N.  Ruddock, 


/  427.  428. 
I  432.  433. 

675  to  683. 
575.  576. 
675  to  683. 

676.  677. 

678  to  681« 
1234. 
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